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By Mr. ROSECRANS: The resolutions adopted by the Chamber of
Commerce of San Francisco, California, protesting against the transfer
of the revenue-marine service to the Navy Department—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of Rev. J. A. Edie and
others, of the United Presbyterian Congregation, of New Brighton; of
the Mount Pleasant Presbyterian church, of Darlington; of the United
Presbyterian church, First Methodist Episcopal Protestant church,
German Evangelical church, Immanuel’s Church of the Evangelical As-
sociation, Methodist Episcopal church, Reformed Presbyterian church,
the Presbyterian church, and the faculty of Geneva College, of Beaver
Falls, Pennsylvania, on behalf of lands in severalty, citizenship, edu-
cation, and religious liberty for the Indians—severally to the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of H. Robinson and 24 others,
ex-soldiers of the third Congressional district of Towa, protesting against
the repeal of the tax on whisky and tobacco, and in favor of such im-
wrt duties as will protect the prices of labor—to the Committee on
ays and Means.

The following petitions relating to tariff legislation were presented
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means:

Mr. ATHERTON: Of M. F. Abell & Co. and others, workingmen
in of Zanesville, Ohio.

Mr. BELMONT: Of Ira R. Bamber and others, employés of John
Gibson, of New York city.

By Mnr. 8. 8. COX: Of D. Appleton & Co. and others, publishers, of
New York city.

By Mr. ERRETT: Of the resolution adopted by a meeting of citizens
of Homestead, Allegheny County, and of resolutionsof Sheflield, Unity,
and Keystone Association, of Knights of Labor of Pennsylvania.

By Mr. HILL: Of employés of Joseph Wharton, at
of employés of the Boonton Rolling-mill, Boonton, New Jersey.

SENATE.
MoNDAY, February 19, 1883.

The Senate met at 11 o’clocka. m.  Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.
J. Burrock, D. D.
The Journal of proceedings of Saturday last was read and approved.

CREDENTIALS.

Mr. JACKSON presented the credentials of ISHAM G. HARRIS,
chosen by the Legislature of Tennessee a Senator from that State for the
term beginning March 4, 1883; which were read, and ordered to be filed.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a joint
resolution of August8, 1882, a report of a board of officers appointed to
inquire into the circumstances of the loss of the exploring steamer
Jeannétte and the death of Commander De Long and other officers and
men, &e.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and
ordered to be printed. )

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs in regard fo the large sums of money annually expended by the
different Indian tribes in payment of attorneys’ fees for collecting money
due them by the United States.

Mr. VOORHEES. I think that communication ought to go to the
Committee on Appropriations. If it is what I think it is, it ought to
go to the Committee on Appropriations. i

Mr. INGALLS. Let the communication itself be read, not the note
of transmittal.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The communication will be read.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAX AFFAIRS,
Washington, ry 17, 1883,

Sie: I deem it my duty to call yourattention, and thtonﬁh you the attention
of Congress, to the fact that large sums of money are annually expended by the
different tribes of Indians in payment of attorneys' fees for the collection of
money due to them by the United States. Itseemstome tobe without question
that if the Government is justly indebted to the Indians they should not be re-
quired to pay from 5 to 50 per cent. fo outside parties for collecting money hon-
estly due them, yet such is and has been the case for many years; and it is safe
to say that in the last five years not less than one-quarter of one million dollars
of money belonging to Indians has been expended in this way.

1f the Indians are the wards of the nation it is the duty of the Government, as
their guardian, to protect their interests, and not allow $50,000 of their funds to
be expended every year for the accomplishment of an object that can be just as
w;l:h omra for one-tenth of that &motinh.“ o e S, R
the g;gigamg;ﬂl.mr io be styled ** solicitor of trheg?ndi:n lg\.:gau.'l:lzi
o tant jssi of Indian Affairs,” or any other name that may be
deemed proper, whose duty it shall be to attend, under the direction of the
Secretary of the Interior, to all cases where Indians have claims against the
Government, and whose compensation as such officer shall be $4,000 per annum ;
and that after such appointment shall have been made no contract shall be

ved by the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian
m for the collection of money or the adjustment of accounts or the
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settlement of disputed questions involving values of money or in which.
the Indians on the one side and the Gove%'n.ment on the o{herr::apghr? rties,

Very rm{:ad!ully H. PRICE, Com A
Hon. H. M. TELLYR, kccrdam of the Interior. IR

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—

Mr. VOORHEES. I wasmistaken in the character of the paper. It
should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

The communication was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,
and ordered to be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs asking an appropriation of $14,000 for
the purchase of stock, cattle, &e., for the Sioux Indians of Red Cloud
and Red Leaf bands of Indians; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with resolution of the 13th in-
stant, information connected with the naval advisory board organized
gdel: at(:d?f August 5, 1882; which was ordered to lie on the table and

prin

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary
of War, transmitting, in answer to resolution of the 13th instant, a re-
port of the Chief of Engineers in regard to railroad and other bridges
across the Great Kanawha River in West Virginia; which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT protempore presented a petition of the Iroquois Club
of Chicago, Illinois, prepared by Hon. Carter H. Harrison of said city,
graying Congress to accept the {IJm.o is and Michigan Canal authorized

y an actof the ture, with a view of making said canal a national
water way to the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Commerce.

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of E. E. Clark, mayor of Bidde-
ford, Maine, and Benjamin F. Hamilton, and others; and the memorial
of Captain N. Falkner and other shipmasters and citizens of Saco and
Biddeford, Maine, remonstrating against the transfer of the Life-Saving
Service and the revenue-marine service from the Treasury to the Navy
Department; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. JOHNSTON ted resolutions adopted by the board of di-
rectors of the Norfolk and Portsmouth Cotton Exchange in favor of the
erection of a light-house upon Boush's Bluff; which were referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Valley Prairie Grange, No.
1112, Patrons of Husbandry, Polk County, Missouri; and the petition
of Frazier Grange, No. 948, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clay County, Mis-
souri, praying for the passage of the House bill to create the office of”
secretary of agriculture; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of E. C. Gates and others, citizens
of Calais, Maine, remonstrating against the reduction of the duty on
lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Eastport, Maine, remon-
strating against the transfer of the revenue marine from the Treasury
to the Navy Department; which was referred to the Committee on Com-

merce.
Mr. SLATER presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of
the State of Oregon, in favor of an appropriation of $40,000 for further
improving the Coquille River in that State; which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:
House joint memorial No. 6.

To the honorable Senale and House of Represenialives
of the Uniled States of America:

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, respect-
ful]%mpresent that:

‘Whereas your honorable body has seen prolyar to grant two a&l:mprinliom for
th?l improvement of the mouth of the Coquille River, in Coos County, Oregon;
an

Whereas there was put in by the first appropriation about eight hundred and
sixty-eight linear feet of breakwater, whichis proven to be too low, being a little
above low tide, and need to be raised three feet or more, and extended further
west to the ocean several hundred feet; and

‘Whereas the water at the end of the present breakwater is becoming deeper;
therefore more rock to make the breakwater the same height, thereby
?roviugthst the second appropriation of §10,000 will be inadequate to finish said

me'l_;wcmcnt: and 5 e s !

Whereas the growing commerce (at tlmeshavlﬁmx or eight schooners in said
river) and shipbuilding (there having been built thissummer two large schooners
on the Coquille River) requires that there should be a good entrance at themouth _
of said river; and

Whereas said valley embraces about nine hundred square miles, which is
mostly covered with excellent timber and underlaid with a good quality of coal,
iron, stone, and other minerals; and

Whereas there are numerous snags in said river which obstruct and endanger
the v?mge of vessels and steam! : .

Wherefore, your memorialists pray that £40,000 beagpropriated for the further
improvement of the mouth of the Coquille River, and 10,000 for the removal of

And yo;n- memorialists will ever pray.
Adopted by the house October 9, 1882,
GEO. W. McBRIDE,
Epeaker of the House,

W. J. McCO

Concurred in by the senate October 9, 1882,
NNELL,
President of the Senale,
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Mr. SLATER also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly
of the State of Oregon, representing that the rates allowed per mile for
surveying public lands in that State are insufficient to secure surveys
to be made, and asking for an increase; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as

follows:
House joint memorial No, 9.

To the Senate and Housc of Eepresentatives of the
Uniled States in Congress assembled :

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, would re-
spectfully represent that the rates per mile now allowed for the survey of the
publie dom':Pn in the State of Oregon, which rates were established by the last
Congress, are insufficient and altogether inadeguate to secure the end desired,
and that their maintenance must result in the discontinuance of the surveys in
this State, for the reason that deputy surveyors will not contract to dothe work
because of the greatexpense of reaching the yet unsurveyed portions of the State
with supplies and assistants and the cult and t_axpensi ve elm.mtsr of t}m work

now remaining to be done, which is almost ively of that r hith-
erto avoided by surveyors, and for which the immediately ing prices af-
forded little or no profit. The unsurveyed portions of this State co mainl

of lands lying along the coast, or on the mountain ranges, and are covered wi
dense forests and thick and tangled jungles of almost impenetrable brush, in
addition to a ragged and nature, and are generally distant from the or-
dinﬁ bases of supplies, these facts all who are aequainted with our State
are fully aware, and none more so than the deputy surveyors; yet large areas
of these lands are of the richest soil; are valuable for their timber as well as
other natural advantages, and are now eagerly sought for by persons in search
of homes, and who are willing to clear and cultivate them. is is attested by
the number of applications and petitions to the proper officers asking for their
survey. These requests can not be complied with so long as the present prices
prevail, for the reasons before given. e results of this condition of thingsare
readily seen and are a matter of much seriousness to this State at this time, now
that thousands are here seeking homes and thousands more are coming, the
majority of whom are seekjngllocmions upon the Government lands. That por-
tion of the np?ropriation by the last Congress for the extension of surveys in
Oregon isr 1 useless and will ily be returned to the Treasury and
the extension of the surveys be suspended until more remunerative prices are
allowed by law. This must result to great damage to the State in preventin,
settlement and improvement. There is perhaps no State in the Union which
at this time attracting more attention abroad, or which is making such rapid
strides in material advancement and rity, as Oregon; and it issafetosay
that to discontinue the public surveys at this time is to strike a serious and un-
necessary blow at l.he_mal-erlnrlersperily of the State.

We, your memorialists, therefore earnestly ask and pray that this impediment
may be speedily removed by an advance in the prices for surveys at least equal
to those which prevailed before the last reduction, and that such change may at
least inc.lxge t&?!nppmpmtion to Oregon for the current year, as wellas for the

future. your memorialists will ever pray.
Rates per mile paid for surveys during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880,
Minimum, | Maximum.
Standard parallels.........ooooeeennincne £12 00 §16 00
Township liries. 10 00 14 00
Section lines. 800 10 00
e I A el S el e T R 12 00 16 00
Rates paid for year ending June 30, 1883,
Btandard PATATIENS.. .. ........uumscncesunissinsasassnssansnsassstanssssas £9 00 €13 00
Township lines 7 00 11 0
Sect lines... 5 00 700
Mo der LInBE'. .. ... . ocrvrmserrnesimmmus Sasmasrs aneriempanasa rasraqarayss 9 00 13 00
Adopted by the house October 2, 1882,
. GEO. W. MCBI}’LDE}.
Speaker o, ouse,
Concurred in by the senate October 13, 1882, 5
W. J. McCONNELL,
President of the Senate,

Mr. SLATER also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly
of the State of Oregon in favor of the enactment of such legislation as
shall fully recognize the services of the Oregon volunteers during the
Rogue River Indian war, and bring them within the provisions of ex-
isting pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions,
and ordered to-be printed in the RECORD, as follows:

House joint memorial No, 10,
To the honorable the Congress af the United States :

Your memorialists, the Lfﬁiaial.ive Assembly of the State of Oregon, respect-
fully represent that dunnﬁ @ years 1855 and 1856 there waged in Oregon an In-
dian outbreak, called the Rogue River war, for the suppression of which, and the
protection of the lives and property of the whites, a company called the Oregon

1 ; an

VO I H Lt
Whereasthey were not mustered into the United Statesservice, they have never
been in any wise compensated for their services; an
‘Whereas the United States troops then stationed on the Oregon frontier were
jlr_xﬁadl%t}uaxa to effectually guard the said Indian frontier at that date in Oregon :
erefore,

Your memorialists respectfully pray that the Congress of the United States
enact such legislation at its next session as shall fully recognize the services of
the Oregon volunteers during the R e River Indian war, and bring the meri-
torious within the beneficial action of the existing pension laws. The Senators
and Representatives in Congress from Oregon are hereby requested to use all
honorable efforts to secure from Congress such appropriate legislation in the
premises as shall be just and proper.

Adopted by the house October 17, 1882,

GEO. W. McBRIDE,
Speaker of the House.

W. J.McCONNELL,
President of the Senate,

Concurred in by the senate October 17, 1882,

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Hurst, Purnell & Co., and a
large number of merchants of Baltimore, Maryland, praying for the re-
peal of all laws which impose a tax of $200 per annum upon salesmen
soliciting orders by sample in the District of Columbia, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Mount Grove Grange, No.
9, Patrons of Husbandry of Arkansas, praying for the creation of the
office of secretary of agriculture, which was ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of James Gifford and a large
number of other citizens of Massachusetts, residing in Provineetown in
that State, remonstrating against the transfer of the revenue marine,
the Life-Saving Service, and the Marine-Hospital Service to the Navy;
and also remonstrating against the establishment of a burean of mer-
cantile marine in the Navy Department. I move the reference of the
memorial to the Committee on Commerce.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. VOORHEES. I hold in my hand a resolution which has been
passed by the senate of the Legislature of Indiana and concurred in by
tPre:;! house, as I find by the papers. As it is very brief I will have it

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

‘Whereas the act of Congress provid for the payment of arrears of pensions
expired by limitation before many entitled to make just claims thereunder had
availed themselves of its provisions; and

‘Whereas many worthy and deserving soldiers have been thereby deprived of
the benefits to which they are entitled : Therefo

Resolved by the senale (the house eoneurring lh,eml':f. That our Senators in Con-
gress be instructed, and our tatives mguenmd. to favor the passage of
a law giving reasonable time for disabled soldiers or their representatives to
file in the proper Department their claims for relief under said act.

THOMAS HANNA,
President of Senate.
A. J. KELLEY,
Secretary of Senate.
Mr, VOORHEES. The Secretary will please read the letter of trans-
mittal accompanying the resolution.
The Acting Secretary read as follows:

DeAr Sie: I have the honor to transmit herewith senate concurrent resolu-

tion Nmich has passed the senate and concurred in by the house.

fully,
Z A. J. KELLEY,
Secretary of Senate.

Hon. DAxteL W, VooruEES, TWashington, D. C.

Mr. VOORHEES. Imove the reference of the resolution to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a preamble and resolutions adopted by
the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the pas-
sage of the bankraptey bill, a portion of which provides that the sale
and purchase for future delivery of the commodities of the country shall
be deemed an act of bankruptey. Asthe bill has been reported, I move
that the resolutions lie on the table. :

Mr. HOAR. Iwishtosay,as the memorial shows a widespread pub-
lic error, what has been already stated, but I will repeat it, that the
bankruptey bill, as it was reported, contains no such provision as the
memorialists suppose. It merely provides that where a person is act-
ually insolvent, dealing in ‘‘ futures,”” so called, shall be an act of bank-
ruptey, it being the opinion of the committee that if a man is to indulge
in that form of speculation it must be with his own money and not the
money of his creditors.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The memorial will lie on the table.

Mr., LOGAN presented resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of
Chiecago, Illinois, in favor of the passage of a fair, just, equitable bank-
rupt bill, that shall be efficient and economieal in its working; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of citizens of the State of Kansas,
which I will read:

g‘c, the un;_ieltl-sigm:ld, citig}s of the ?ht:.tte of Kx;nsa.-a m:ll oi;:)!ag Ulimitedio States.
m 1 and earn: T ur
dnmeml mnl eyl.lw.‘t the follow’inpg p);opoehsi‘:n inf.,:::I l@:(?:w :'iiho::isuﬂnmmrym
elny:

Toyrni.se the duties on all intoxicating liquors to an average of £16 per gallon.

I regret that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowxN], who seems to
have taken a somewhat opposite view of the propriety of a tax of that
magnitude, or of any magnitude at all, is not in his seat to hear the
counte - of his proposition from citizens of my State. T move that
the petition lie on the table.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of dealers in lnmber in the State
of Kansas, praying that lumber be placed on the free-list; which was
ordered to lie on the table,

GENEVA AWARD FUND,

Mr. HOAR. I desire at this time to ask nnanimous consent to move
to recommit to the Judiciary Committee the bill (H. R. 6993) to extend
the time for claimants to file their claims under the provisions of the
act of Congress entitled ** An act re-establishing the Court of Commis-
sioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappropri-
ated moneys of the Geneva award,”’ approved June 5, 1882,

I am authorized to report it back, after its recommitment, with an
amendment.
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The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Isthereobjection? The Chairhears
none, and the bill is recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to the widow of the late Major-
General G. K. Warren, reported it without amendment, and submitted
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to
introduce a bill (3. 2492) granting a pension to John B. Childs; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to
introduce a bill (8. 2493) for the relief of C. 8. Moss; which was read
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Claims.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr, CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill (H. R.7595) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to
the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legislative, execu-
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

NEW EDITION OF SENATE MANUAL.

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred to
the Committee on Printing:

Resolved, That there be prepared, under the direction of the Committee on
Rules, a new edition of the Manual, and that 1,000 copies of the same be printed
for the use of the Senate.

HOUR OF MEETING.

Mr. INGALLS. I ask foraction on the resolution I offered on Satur-
day with reference to the daily hour of meeting hereafter.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate for the remainder of the
session be 10 o’clock a. m.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of
the resolution.

Mr. GARLAND. I am in favor of the resolution, but suggest to the
Senator from Kansas if we had better not provide at the same time for
taking a recess from half past 5 to half past 7 in the evening so as to

out the idea. :

Mr. INGALLS. Even if this should be agreed to I should still think
that the interests of the public service would require us to utilize all
the time remaining between now and the close of next week when the
session will terminate. Matters of great public importance are still
pending; the tariff bill is undisposed of; greatmoney bills are before us
on which committees of conference are to act, and my impression is that
10 o’clock in the morning would be a suitable hour to meet hereafter.

Mr. GARLAND. I agree to that fully, but as we fix the time of
meeting one hour earlier it seems to me we could economize our time
by providing for a recess. Still I shall not insist on it.

Mr, INGALLS. My experience in my term of service here has been
that when we take a recess from half past 5 to half past 7, or therea-
bout, great difficulty is experienced in getting a quornm on reassem-
bling. That is a matter to be considered after this is disposed of. I
take it, if it is thought best to provide for a recess of course the Senate
would act on that without difficulty.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the resolution ought to be amended so as
to leave the Senate with power over the matter by adding ‘‘ unless other-
wise ordered.”

Mr. INGALLS. This is no change of the rule. It is simply a daily
order, and can be modified to-morrow if the Senate desires to do it.

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the usual provision ‘‘unless otherwise or-
dered’’ is not in the resolution. In the general rule we fix the hour of
meeting at 12 o’clock, ‘‘ unless otherwise ordered.”” This makes itim-
perative, so that without a day’s notice to amend the rule in like way
it wonld be astanding order. I see no reason why it shonld be changed
from the hour we are fixing so far as I can see; but I think it better to
add those words.

Mr. INGALLS. Any modification the Senator suggests will be ac-
ceptable to me.

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not object to meeting at 10 o’clock in the
morning, but I should like the mover of the resolution toindicate if he
has any idea about what time it is proposed the Senate shall adjourn.

Mr. INGALLS. I have no suggestion to make about it. If a quo-
rum of the Senate choose to sit here until 10 o’clock or until midnight,
I will stay with them; and if the infirmities of the flesh require us to
adjourn before that time, I shall bid them God-speed and we shall ad-
journ, if there can not be any other method of extrication. But of
-course we can not fix the hour of adjournment. There are great pub-

lic matters pressing, and it is necessary to utilize all the time that can
be employed between now and the 4th of March.

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that we can fix the hour, but there
might be some understanding as to when the Senate proposes to ad-
Jjourn. If we are going to stay here all night, I am quite willing to
come and bring my blankets and stay as long as any other Senator.

Mr. INGALLS. We shall be obliged to stay here all night several
nights between now and the final adjournment if we intend to dispose
of the public business; but that must be left of course to the emergen-
cies that arise.

Mr. BUTLER. I am entirely prepared to concur in that view; but
I think we should do more business if we did less talking. s

'It‘lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as modified will ba
read.

The resolution as modified was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate for the remainder of the
session be 10 o'clock a, m., unless otherwise ordered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. VEST. I desire to call up the resolution I offered on Saturday
in regard to the Yellowstone Park.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read.

The Acting Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. VEST
February 17.

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection at the proper time that some-
thing shall be done in relation to this matter. I shall favor it, but I
shall object and do what I can to prevent the consnmption of two or
three hours this morning upon that subject, as it is my purpose to ask,
and I hope such will be the pleasure of the Senate, to complete the rev-
enue bill to-day before we adjourn.

Mr. VEST. I have no disposition to obstruct the consideration of the
tariff bill. I am as anxiouns as any Senator to get through with it. If
the Senator from Vermont will agree to let the resolution be taken up
now and be the unfinished business for to-morrow, it will meet my pur-

Mr. VOORHEES. There will have to be others agreeing to that. I
shall not agree to it. This is a very important question; it involves
very important interests and rights, and will lead to a very considera-
ble and perhaps interesting discussion. I shall reserve any right to
object to its consideration at any time.

Mr. VEST. I move, then, inorder to settle the matter, that the reso-
Intion be taken up, stating at the same time that I shall not press its
consideration this morning.

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that during
the morning hour such a motion, even if the Senate should favor it,
would give him no advantage to-morrow. Thereisno unfinished busi-
ness in the morning hour, and it would not necessarily come up. It
would be quite as well to ask unanimous consent to-morrow or some
other day.

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Missouri will consent to
allow the revenue bill to be completed before he brings that question
up. Then he will have no difficulty in getting it acted upon.

Mr. VEST. All I wantistohave it considered at some time or other.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
HARRI1s] is correct. To take the resolution up now and let it go over
would not give it any preference to-morrow.

Mr. VEST. Very good. I shall call it up to-morrow and every day ¥

during the session.

Mr. MORRILL. I move the postponement of the Calendar, for the
purpose of taking up the revenue bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour is closed, there
being no further morning business. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Vermont.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is postponed. The
question now is, Will the Senate proceed to the consideration of the rev-
enue bill ? 3

The motion was agreed to.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it necessary for public interests to have a
short executive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business. ’

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid-
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu-
tive session, the doors were reopened.

INTERNAL-REVENUE AND TARIFF DUTIES.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the biil (H. R. 5533) to re-
duce internal-revenue taxation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the
amendment of the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. BAYARD].

Mr. McPHERSON. Before proceeding with that amendmentI ask
unanimous consent to withdraw an amendment that I offered on Sat-
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arday to this bill and to substitute for it what I now send to the Chair,
as I find my previous amendment was incorrectly drawn.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator can modify his amend-
ment. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey will be read.
The Acting Secretary read as follows:
Strike out all after the word ** further," in line 788, down to and including the
word ‘act,” in line 800, and insert
““There shall ho d on gnlm:zed -iron or steel wire (except barbed fence-
wire and except a n-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin hereinbefore pro-
wvided for) when guivan.iged or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of
metals, by any process whatsoever (not ineluding paints), one-half of 1 eenzpcr
pound in addition to the rates provided in this act. On iron-wire rope, and
strand, except barbed fence-wire, 1 cent gcr pound in addition to the rates im-
posed on the wire of which it is made. steel-wire rope and rnnd 2}
cealis per pound in addition to the rates imposed on the wire from which it is
made.’
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment is the
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD],

which will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. On page 91, line 2151, after the word
““imported,” it is proposed to insert *‘not more than one copy for the
use of any individual, and not for sale, and;’’ so as to make the clanse
read:

Books, maps, and charts specially imported, not more than one copy for the
use of any individual, and not for sale, and not more than two copiesin any one
invoice, in good fmth for the use of any society incorporated or established for

hilosophical, liternry. or religious urpoees. or for U nneou:aqumem of !.lm

ne arts, or for the use or by order of any

of lea: g in the United States.

Mr. PENDLETON. The Senator from Delaware was called from t.he
«ity very unexpectedly yesterday and requested me to ask the Senate
to pass over this amendment for an hour or two until he should be able
to return. I hope it will be allowed to go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it will be

OVer.

Mr. MORRILL. 1 have no objection to passing it over eternally.

Mr. SHERMAN. ThenI want the question put on my amendment.
I want that called up.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ]| will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment is to strike out from the

ing of line 725, on page 34, to and including the word ** pound,”
in line 740, and in lieu thereof to insert:

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs; die-blocks or bian.'l:s billets
and bars and tnﬁred or beveled bars, bands, hoo! strips, and sheets of all
gauges and widths; plates of all thicknesses and widths; steamer, erank, nml
other shafts; wrist or crank pins; connecting-rods and " piston-rods; pressed
sheared, or stamped shapes, or blanks of sheet or ‘plnm steel or combination of
steel and iron, punched, or not punched; hamme swaged steel; gun-
molds, not in bars; al.loys used as substitutes for steel tools; all descnptmns and
ghapes of dry-sand, loam, or iron-molded steel all'of the above valued
at 4 cents a pound or less, 45 per cent. ad valorem; above 4 cents a pound and
not above 7 cents, 2 cents per J_-oumi valued above Tcentsand not above 11 cents
per pound, 2} cents per pound; valued at above 11 cents per pound, 3} cents per

pound.
Steel in any form, not specially enumerated or provided for in thiz act, 45 per

-cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry here.
On Friday night the Senator from Ohio moved to strike out the lines
from 573 to 581, and subsequently added lines 582 and 583, which lines
read:

Steel ingots, cogged bloom.a, billets, and slabs, made by the Bessemer,
pneumatie, Thomas-Gil , basie, Slemens-mnm. open heit!.h or by any
other process except the u'uclble process, and not exceeding in value 2 nentnper

five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; exceeding 2 cents and not exceedin
«cents per pound in value,1 cent perpotmd and all such stsel exceeding in va ue
5 cents per pound shall pay the rates of di:lty prescribed in this act for crucible

Iron rallway bars, weighing more than twenty-five pounds to the yard, seven-
¢enths of 1 cent per pound—

He offered an amendment to strike out these lines.
svhat has become of it. I should like to hear.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not understand the Senator.

Mr. BECK. I want to know what has become of the first amend-
ment of the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is shown in the RECORD of yester-
day, on page73, tostrike out from line 725 to line 740 and insert, thatisthe
ameudment pending. As a matter of course the lines to which I pro-
posed to apply the amendment leave words on the lines from 573 to 581
which ought to be stricken out, but I propose to insert my amendment
in a place that seems to be better.

Mr. BECK. Am I not correct in saying that the motion upon which
-the Senate adjourned on Friday night was this amendment with these
two lines included:

Iron-railway bars, welghing more than twenty-five pounds to the yard, seven-
tenths of 1 cent per pound—
and there was no disposition ever of that amendment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate on Friday night did ad-
Jjourn on that, but the Senator from Ohio on Saturday modified his
amendment and withdrew that one.

HERMAN. I modified it, and here is the record of it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROLLINS in the chair). The question isonagree-
ing to the t of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN].

I do not know

Mr. Beck. Let the amendment be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported.

The AcriNG SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out ﬁ-mn line 725 to the pro-
viso in line 740 and to insert.

That is the amendment that is ing.

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Ohio if the
}.)m resent amendment does not contemplate striking out from line 573 to

e 581, inclusive?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. If this amendment is adopted, as the
Senator from Vermont thought it was better to put it in this place in
the bill, I propose to strike out the words proposed to be stricken out
S i striking

C €0’ amendment contemplated striki
out both of these schedules. 5

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the amendment of the Senator from Ohio,
if I understand him aright, is to substitute for both of these schedules
what now has been read.

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatand the subsequent one also. It is a substi-
tute for the three clanses. There are three clanses embodied in one by
this amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Ohio towithdraw for a mo-
ment that part of hisamendment which contemplates striking out lines
801 and 802. He can make that motion afterward. I ret%r to this
part of the amendment:

: Steel, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad va-
orem.

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Iowa wishes a separate vote
on that pm]&oe.ttlon, and it will be more convenient for him, I will with-

draw it, and will have a vote takenon the main propusltwn, but I will
follow it with that.
Mr. ALLISON. 8o I understand. I would rather have a separate

vote.

Mr. SHERMAN. Indeed I preferred to offer the three separately,
but others suggested that I offer them together. At the request of the
Senator from Iowa I modify my amendment by dropping out the last
two lines; and I shall move them separately afterward if the first prop-
osition prevaﬂs

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio modifies his
amendment by leaving out the last two lines—

Steel in any form, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 45 per
cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BECK. That is to be offered, I understand, subsequently.

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. BECK. That is a proposition to divide the amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is about the amount of it. It is a division
of the question. .
Mr. BECK. I thinkI understand the full purport of the amendment

of the Senator from Ohio now. The motion upon which we adjourned
on Friday night was the one which I read from the RECORD, to strike
out lines 573 to 583, inclusive, the last two lines I suppose being merely
Eﬂmposed to be stricken out for the purpose of getting clear of the par-

entary diffienlty; and on Saturday morning, as the Senator has
just read, which I had not seen, but I have seenit in the RECORD since
hereadlt I find that the Senator stated:

This in lien of all d ts I proposed to offer,

That is the proposition now pending; but nothing was said, so far as
I observed, about the other.

Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment was read to the Senate at the
request of the Senator himself.

Mr. BECK. If thatis a.dopted we shall turn back to strike out the
other lines, I understand.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

- BECK. So that the whole question is now practically before us.

I am not going to take any time to debate it now. I have lookedover
it since Sa ¥, and I will state how I understand this amendment
willleave the bill if adopted. The clause as to *‘ steel not specially enu-

merated or provided for in this act’ is to be delayed for a few minutes,
but it is part of the amendment. Steel not otherwise provided for
under the e'd.sﬂn% law now pays 30 per cent. ad valorem. Underthat
the importations for the year 1882 amounted in value to $5,742,512,

and the duty paid was §1,723,352. The Senator from Ohio now pro-
poses to increase this tax to 45 per cent.

If the same yalue of imports continue, the duty that he proposes to
im would be $2,584,930,. or an increase of duties on the same value
of goods of $761, 578 and of course all the product of this country,
which is perhaps six times as much as the imports, or perhaps ten times
as much, will be increased in the same ratio. In other words, 50 per
cent. is to be added to the duties now imposed by law, by the amend-
ment of the Senator from Ohio, upon all steel not otherwise provided
for in this act which is consumed in this country, whether made at
home or abroad.

Mr. McPHERSON.
information ?
. Mr. BECK. I will.

Will the Senator yield now for a question for
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Mr. McPHERSON. Is not that owing to an imperfect enumeration
in the existing tariff law and not the bill before the Senate? Do we
not provide for a more perfect enumeration and thereby cover at least
75 per cent. of the article imported under this provision heretofore ?
The enumeration of the present bill is more full, more precise, and
eovers mainly, as I think we intended to cover, the hitherto enumer-
sted articles. Then it can not have quite the effect it has had during
the past year.

Mr. BECK. There might not be as many goods imported the first

ear as are now imported under the clause not otherwise enumerated

t a great many new things have been discovered since the last tarift
Every day and every year new articles of steel and iron are being dis-
eovered, new processes are being invented. Since the Bessemer-steel
process was first patented there is the Siemens-Martin and other proc-
esses which have changed the character of the products of the steel in-
dustry. Steel and iron are now classed together, and the commission
acted upon them as if they were all one. These changes of processes
and inventions are still going on. Whether anything will be added
mext year or the year after we can not tell, but the fact remains that
upon steel nototherwise provided for the proposed increase of duty over
the present law is 50 per cent.

‘We have professed all along that we were going to reduce the rates
of taxation under existing law. The Senate did not reduce taxes now
imposed in that paragraph, but allowed it to remain as it is now at 30
per cent., thinking that was as low as perhaps was proper, all other
things considered. Now, after the Senate in Committee of the Whole
had to that, and afterthe Senate had agreed with the Committee
of the Whole, a proposition is made to increase it 50 per cent. That
means to add to every article of steel that we have failed to name and
fix a specific rate of duty upon 50 per cent. more duty than is now im-
posed, and that is called a bill to reduce taxation, and that is done
though the commission gave no intimation that they proposed an in-
crease or any change except a general decrease on an average of 20, 30,
40, or even as high as 50 per cent. That is one of the effects of the
amendment of the Senator from Ohio.

We summoned Mr. Oliver before us to tell all about this schedule
before we went through it in the Committee of the Whole, and gave
him the privilege that no other man had, to argue his own case before
the committee, and to publish it and lay it on the desks of Senators
and have it read for the purpose of influencing them; and yet, with all
that, the schedule drawn by himself or drawn as he said by careful
men, drawn by Pennsylvania iron-masters whose names I could give,
for they have told me that he left the drawing of the schedules to those
who knew most about it, the Senate after full discussion, first in Com-
mittee of the Whole and then in the Senate, adopted the rates now in
the bill; and yet it is sought to upset them all, to add 50 per cent. to
the present rate of duty on unenumerated steel and change the classifi-
cation of crucible steel and Bessemer steel and steel made by different
processes, to throw them all into one and add greatly to the rates,
and the people are to be more heavily taxed when that is done. Yet
we are told that this must all be done so that the bill may be made
to correspond to what the House has done, becanse, forsooth, the House
action is wiser and better than anything that has been done in the
Senate. That is the argument and that is the avowal, and if these
orders are not obeyed the bill is to be defeated.

I had given notice time and again in the course of the proceedings in
Committee of the Whole that I would move amendments in the Sen-
ate 1o certain clauses in regard to cotton goods and woolen goods and
to the flax and iron schedule, because the rates were too high; but
when the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] expresses his anxiety
to get this bill over to the House as soon as he could, soas to givethem
time to consider it there, telling us that the 4th of March was rapidly
approaching, I withheld every amendment I had prepared except one
or two to correct manifest errors, so as to get the I]:{El through and let
the House have it, and let them do with it what they in their wisdom
thought best and send it back with theiramendments. Fora week we
have been struggling to get the bill over to the House, and the Senator
from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN], who also gave notice that he was going
to ask a separate vote on each item, on appeals made to him by myself
and others, and at the request of the chairman of the committee, with-
drew his request, so as to get the bill over to the House and give them
a fair chance to examine it. 'We have thrown no obstacle in the way,
and I avow I am ready this minute to vote for the third reading of the
bill, and I believe a majority of the Senators on this side of the Cham-
ber will vote for the third reading of the bill at once and give it to the
House this morning. But if we are going to upset all the schedules,
and the very men who urged us to arrange the iron schedule as it is
now arranged in the bill are going to upsetit, then the different amend-
ments I had given notice that I would propose to the metal schedule,
to the cotton schedule, to the glass and the other schedules I shall feel
inclined to offer, and other gentlemen will of conrse offer their amend-
ments.

If the gentlemen on the other side are determined to kill this bill, as
they avow that they will unless they can pass it as they please and upset
all that has been done in the iron schedule, let them kill it and take
the responsibility. I am glad that telegrams were put in the RECORD

from Henry B. Payne and others. The country will understand the
force and value of that kind of clamor. One says:

We deem it very important to our iron and steel interest that the Senate bill
in its present form do not pass.

Another, signed by Mr. Mathers:

I hope you will vote against of Senate tariff bill,
both Senate and House bills fail than to have such a tariff.

On arguments like these all the action of the Senate is to be upset and
overthrown at this late hour, within twelve days of the closing hour of
Congress. I donot complain; I have done my best, and intend to doit, to
get this bill over to the House in some decent shape. I have withdrawn
every objection and I have been willing for a week to allow it to pass this
body. Butif we are toadd 50 per cent. to the duties on steel, adding not
only $761,000 to the duties of last year, but six times that much, be-
cause they avow that the object is to put up the prices to consumers of
all these goods, not only on the imports but on all manufactured in this
country, perhaps not one-tenth is imported; so it will amount to many
millions in addition.

Then let us see what we have done in the lines that are to be stricken
out if this amendment is carried. TFirst, as to Bessemer steel by the
different p: and not exceeding in value 2 cents per pound, we
have fixed the rate at five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; ‘‘ exceeding 2
cents, and not exceeding 5 cents per pound in value, 1 cent per pound;
and all such steel exceeding in value 5 cents per pound shall pay the
rates of duty prescribed in this act for erucible cast-steel.”

That is all to be stricken out, and the lines that were read this morn-
ing, lines 725 to 740, are also to be stricken out, and the language used
by the Senator from Ohio inserted. I maintain that but for the amend-
ment, which Iunderstood was accepted by the Senator from Ohio on the
suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, that it should apply only to bands
and hoops and that class of goods not otherwise enumerated, it wounld
have applied to a very large class outside of that. I think no man can
doubt it. After you come to the first semicolon the-other is a separate
and distinct paragraph, and ‘‘bands and hoops and sheets of all gauges
and widths,”” no matter whether made of steel or of iron, would have
been embraced in this amendment; but the limitation suggested by the
Senator from Towa, which I understood the Senator from Ohio to accept,
I agree that now limits it to the two paragraphs that he desires now to.
strike out. The only question, therefore, is, what is the effect of the
amendments upon them? I have read one of them, five-tenths of 1
cent a pound for all not over the valuation of 2 cents; and over 2 cents
in value, and not exceeding 5, 1 cent per pound, and where the value
exceeds 5 cents per pound the same as erucible cast-steel, which is 2
cents a pound where the value is over 5 and not over 9. Where the
value is above 9 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound.

I think the Senator from Ohio stated—I have not compared it ac-
curately—that he proposed to follow substantially the report of the
Tariff Commission, and I believe that he has substantially, though I
have notlooked into that carefully. Thisis what he has done, and what
he asks the Senate to agree to. He proposes by striking out the lines
first mentioned as to Bessemer steel in his amendment of Friday night
to make 45 per cent. ad valorem the rate upon all goods valued at less
than 4 cents a pound, to do away with all distinction between the steel
made by the Bessemer process and the crucible steel, which we have
kept up and were told had to be kept up, because of the greater value
of crucible steel. Yet now all distinction between them is done away
with, and the proposition is to add to thetaxation upon the steel made
by the Bessemer process, valued between 2 to 5 cents; where we make
the duty 1 cent a pound when valued at 4 and less than 5 cents, he
makesit 1 cent a pound more, or $22.40 a ton. I desire to be under-
stood as tosteel made by the Bessemer processes, lines 577 to 579 read
in the Senate bill, “‘exceeding 2 cents and not exceeding 5 cents pet
pound in value, 1 cent per pound.’’

That is the bill as agreed upon in Committee of the Whole, and as
agreed on in the Senate. Now, the Senator from Ohio proposes upon
all steel embraced in this class—

Above 4 cents a pound and not above 7 cents, 2 cents per pound,

Therefore his proposition is to add $22.40 a ton on all that class of
steel valued at over 4 and not over 5 cents a pound. That, I expect,
embraces a large class of steel used in this country, or why the pro-
posed change in classification? Yet we were told on Friday night that
there was to be no increase on the lower grades by the amendment. I
have read the lines fixing 1 cent a pound on all these steels made by
the Bessemer process as to in Committee of the Whole and in
the Senate. The Senator from Ohio has changed the classification.
‘Why, I do not know, except to suit the iron masters. He has changed
it so as to put $22.40 a ton additional upon all that class of Bessemer
steel that is valued not above 5 cents and above 4. 'Why that was done
perhaps he can explain.

‘What next does he do? The Senate bill in the lines that he last
proposes to strike out as to crucible cast-steel, ingots, and these other
matters, makes this provision: -

Crucible cast-steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, &c., valued at 5
cents per pound or less, 1} cents per pound,

The Senator from Ohio promises whenever it is valued at over 4 cents
to make that crucible steel pay 2 cents per pound, so that on that

It is better to let
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class of goods he adds $11.20 per ton; and onall that is valued between
4 and 5 cents a pound by a change of classification, $22.40 per ton on
the lower grades of Bessemer steel by striking out the lines he first
proposed to strike out; and now by the lines he last proposes to strike
out and the valuation that he puts and the tax he imposes $11.20 a ton
.on all crucible steel valued between 4 and 5 cents per pound. That
is the next step. .

What next does he do? The Senate provided that upon all crucible
cast-steel valued at 5 cents and not above 9 cents per pound, the tax
should be 2 cents per pound; valued at above 9 centsperpound, 2§ cents

pound. That is the maximum with only two classifications above
5 cents.  What does the Senator from Ohio propose? On steel valued
at from 4 to 7 cents a pound, 2 cents a pound; from 7 to 11, 2% cents a
pound; and from 11 up, 3} cents a pound. )

I have shown that he has put $22.40 a ton by the change of classi-
fication on the lower grades of Bessemer steel; that he has put $11.20a
ton on the grades of crucible steel valued between 4 and 5 cents, and he
now p to change the duty on that valued from 4 to 7 cents to 2
«cents a pound, the Senate having placed it from 5 to 9 at 2 cents a pound,
he proposes from 7 to 11 to fix the rate at 2§ cents a pound. In other
words, he increases three-fourths of a cent a pound or $16.80 a tonupon
all that grade of steel valued at from 7 and not more than 9 cents a
pound, and there is where another large importation is made, as you
will see if you look at the tables. Sixteen dollars and eighty cents per
ton over the Senate bill is proposed upon all steel with from 7 to 9
cents a pound, and then he makes a classification we have not made at
all, becanse from 9 up we made all at 2§ cents, and he makes it from 7
to 11, 2§ cents; and from 11 up, 3} cents. So that upon allsteel of all
sorts valued at above 9 cents a pound he adds §16.80 per ton.

How many millions that adds to the taxes of this people I do not
know. It is all done for the benefit of a very few establishments in
Pittsburgh and elsewhere, whose owners confess that they drew this bill,
and who are now seeking to urge Senators to defeat it unless they add
to its already onerous taxation all they want. It is the expectation of
many people—I am not going to make any allusion to individual cases
and I would not have done so the other night but for the fact that the
Senator from Ohio landed the provisions of the House bill—it is the be-
lief of many well-advised people that these ironmasters are here in
force. I know Mr. Oliveris here, for I happened to see him. I should
like to give him another hearing before the Committee on Finance to
know what this new departure means. The object of many of these
people is to defeat the bill, as will be seen by Mr. Mather's telegram,
or force us to obey their orders:

h u will vo inst of Senate tariff bill.
‘boIth gep:a&]and Ilou:: I;?l‘js fail t to have such a tariff,

Fifty per cent. is proposed to be added to all the steel not otherwise
provided for, $22.40 a ton is to be added to all the lower grades of steel
from 2 to 5 cents in value, $11.20 a ton is fo be added to all crucible
steel valued at between 4 and 5 cents, and $16.80a ton is to be added to
all the higher grades by this amendment. In other words, the bill is
to be made just what the iron-masters desire, so that it can go to the
House and be passed by the House at their dictation, without crossinga
47’ or dotting an ‘‘i,”’ and we shallhaveno tariff unless weconsentto
that. The House bill is substantially abandoned, according to rumor,
waiting to see how bad, or, if you please, how highly protective this
bill ean be made, in order to see if it can not be agreed to by the iron-
masters there.

I am not speaking about the motives of anybody, but a Senator can
not go to the other end of the Capitol, can not go on the streets, can not
go anywhere without being told that the very men who helped to pass
this schedule in the way in which it is, giving something like decent
relief to 50,000,000 consumers of iron and steel in this country, are now
1o be ordered by the iron-masters to take back all they have done and
to impose a worse tariff on the people than even the existing law, or to
defeat this bill altogether, and the House is to withhold any further
action upon its bill to wait and see how bad this tariff bill canbe made
by the Senate for the p‘:ﬁ and how good it canbe made for the capi-
talists who have d these provisions and who drew them to
suit themselves, and have changed classification after classification in
the most adroit way to prevent anybody from understanding what they
have done, unless he makes careful calculations. I was astonished fo
hear the Senator from Ohio confess that this bill is to be beaten unless
they should have their way.

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will yield to me for a moment, I ask
leave to have an amendment to this bill printed. .

The PRESIDENT tempore. The printing will be ordered.

Mr. BECK. Let the amendment be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out the proposed
section 2503 and insert:

That on and after the 1st day of July, 1883, and until the 1st day of July,1884,
not more than 85 per dent. of the rates of duties which are now required under
the existing laws of the United States to be levied, collected, and paid on goods,
wares, and merchandise imported into the United States shall be levied and
rollected or paid; and on and after the 1st day of July, 1884, not more than 75

er cent. of tge rates of duties now required under the existing laws of the United

States to be levied, collected, and wares, and merchandise im-
ported into the United States shall and collected or paid.,

It is betterto let
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Mr. BECK. That is a great deal better bill than we shall ever get
if we do not adopt it. I will vote for it and be glad of the chance,
though it would not work well in all regards. The people of the coun-

will save untold millions if that amendment should pass as a substi-
tute for all this performance of hiding and dodging and putting in new
specifications and qualifications and altering plain ad valorems to spe-
cifics based upon ad valorems and all sorts of things that I do not be-
lieve the Senator from Ohio or any other gentleman with all the consid-
eration he can give can tell the effect of. Here is a new classification
again to be gone into to see how much more they can get out of the peo-
ple. I hope that when the time comes there will be a yea-and-nay vote
upon the proposition of the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. McPHERSON. For one I hope there will be no disposition on
the part of any Senator to defeatmﬁ;pleegi.slaﬁon. The country has de-
manded tarifl revision, and so far as I am concerned we shall have tariff
revision at this session of Congress.

I perhaps may be permitted to state here some facts with respect to
this particular schedule, which every Senator knows has been less con-
sidered by the Senate itself than almost any other schedule in the bill.

The fact which I wish to be permitted to state from the Finance Com-
mittee is this: We found the bill as reported from the Tariff Commis-
sion very much confused. A sub-committee was appointed, represent-
ing the most radical elements of the committee on both sides, resulting
in an agreement. That agreement is found in the Senate bill substan-
tially., For myself, I paid but little attention to it, believing as I did
that a harmonious arrangement had been reached, one that was both
consistent and intelligent; and until the Senator from Ohio on Friday
offered his amendments I was satisfied with the action the Senate had
taken upon this schedule. Since the offering of the amendments I
have become convinced—and I wish the Senators on the other side of
the Chamber to hear me, and the Senators on this side of the Chamber
to hear me—that in the arrangement by the committee and by the Sen-
ate of this schedule we have reduced the rates lower than they ought
to be. Iamsurethereductions have been too great, that they are out of
proportion to the other parts of this bill. I believe the rates offered by
the Senator from Ohio in his amendment are too high. I believe thereis
no excuseor justification for changing the classification; and if that Sena-
tor will only think—I now address myself to him—he will see how
much confusion he has created by bringing into the Senate Chamber a
provision for a new classification, which I confess, with all the study I
have been able to give it, aided by a gentleman considering himself to
be an expert, I have been unable to satisfy my own mind as to how
much or how little he changes by his amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. Does my friend understand that the schedule I
have offered is the precise schedule, word for word, debated for three
weeks in the House and adopted there?

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not know what the Househas done; I have
not been there; I have not heard any dehatesin the House, and I care
nothing about what the House has done; but, as I said before, I am
sure—and I want to impress that forcibly upon every Senator on this
side of the Chamber, for I believe there is a disposition here to pass a
tariff bill—I am sure the rates in the bill are too low and we can not
stand them.

Mr. MORGAN. The whole bill?

Mr. McPHERSON. No; the metal schedule. I a.maddreain%:g;
self particularly to that, and I wish to say to the Senator from Ala
that the present metal schedule is out of proportion. It is a reduction
far greater than has been made on any other industry as we have it now
fixed in the bill. Now I ask Senators on the other side and Senators
on this side who are desirous of securing at this session of Congress
tariff revision in answer to the demand the people have made on Con-
gress to reduce taxation, to notice my proposition. We certainly have
not the time now to undertake to go over the whole tariff again. With
only a few days, I might say a few hours, left in which to make legis-
lation affecting the tariff, and as our action must be considered by an-
other branch of Co entirely after we get through, we have not"
time to make a radical disturbance now in the work we have proceeded
with thus far. I propose, when the proper time comes and when the
coast is clear, to offer an amendment, not to change the classification
made in the Senate bill ; I propose to keep up the distinction we now
make between the cruder qualities of steel and the crucible steel which
has been retained in the Senate bill, and wisely retained. I propose to
change itin this way ; and I call the attention of Senators to pages 27 and
28 of the last printof the bill. One change I propose fo make on page
28, line 576, is to make it read :

Except the crucible process, and not exceeding in value 5 cents per pound, 40
per cent. ad valorem,

In other words, I strike out the classification of all below 5 cents
and make that a classification by itself, and I retain the language after
the word *‘pound’? in line 579 :

And all other such steel exceeding in value 5 cents per pound shall pay the
rates of duty prescribed in this act for crucible cast-steel.

I take the higher grade of crude steel as this bill proposes to do
and place it above the erucible steel where it belongsas to rates. What
is the effect of it? It throws out all these confusing classifications,
and from my figuring the rates to-day upon these two classifications
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range between 52 and 40 per cent. I make it all 40 per cent. Itisa
reduction from the presenttariff on some values. On some it is now 52
per cent. and on others it runs down to 40. I change that and make
1t all 40 ; no Senator can be confused a moment, for I retain the exist-
‘-ngGoc]mﬁmr'thcaﬁatn, axid I ahm:;i t-hafg make a reduction. :

er; turn to page 34. onot to change the existing
elassification of the Senate bill at all. No%:?m line737. The Senate
fixed the rate thereat 1} cents per pound; I propose tomakeit 1} cents
per pound. That is an increase on the Senate bill of one-half of o cent
a pound and it is a reduction on the existing tariff of one-half cent a
pound. No Senator can fail to understand that. I go on to the grade
valued at not above 9 cents per pound; I put 2} cents per pound duty.
That is an increase ahove the present rate in the Senate bill of a quarter
of a cent a pound, and it is a reduction of one-half a cent a pound from
the existing rate.

I go further. Valued at above 9 cents per pound Fput the rate at
3} cents & pound. That is an increase of half a cent a pound above
the Senate bill and a decrease on these finer grades of steel of a quarter
of a cent per pound from existing rates.

I propose to make no change whatever in the e¢lassification as seh
forth in the Senate bill, but to raise the rates slightly above those pro-

in the Senate bill and make a compromise between what I
believe to be too low arate as fixed in our bill and too high a rate as pro-
posed by the Senator from Ohio. By this there is no confusion what-
ever as to classifications; but a plain, simple statement capable of dem-
onstration shows that it does reduce the rates and that the reduction
corresponds with the reduction made on other industries. It is an in-
crease above what we have already agreed on; but it is an increase by
way of compromise. I think that the Senators on both sides should
accept it as an intelligent and proper compromise and a consistent one.
Let us vote for it. Let us complete this bill and send it to the House
of Representatives, so that the House may take action upon it as
promptly as it can.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Ohio.
Mr. SHERMAN. I promised to answer the inquiries of the Senator

from Connecticut [Mr. HHAWLEY], but I see that he has been conning
over the statute himself and probably hasbeen enabled to answer himself,
Is there any point on which he desires me now {o answer any question
in regard to the present tariff, or whether this is an increase or not? I
do not wish to avoid giving information, and yet I de not want to con-
sume time unnecessarily. If the Senator is satisfied, T shall say noth-

ing.

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I am not alone in saying that it is next to
impossible, as I said on Saturday, for any one not an expert in this series
of of classifications to make a comparison. Ihave been looking
at the matter somewhat, but I can not tell just how much the Senator’s
amendment reduces or increases certain classes.

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish only to occupy enough time to answer the
questions put to me and make myself understood, not for the purpose
of repeating. !

The present law in regard to steel is as follows:

Steel in ingots, bars, coils, sheets, and steel wire, not less than one-fourth of
nne inch :ln iameter, valued at 7 cents per pound or less, 2cents and one-fourth
per pound.

At the time that law was made there was no such thing known to
commerce as a steel bloom, nor was a steel rod mentioned in the tarifi
list. They werenowhereprovided for. At thattime the Bessemer proc-
ess and the various processess mentioned in the previous section were
unknown. At that time nearly all steel was formed as crucible, made
in small pots, a very expensive article; but the revolutions made by the
change in processes brought into the commercial world what are called
steel blooms, which might be said to be steel pigs, blooms, castings of
steel. They were not provided for in the law. When after Bessemer
had made his discovery these steel blooms in large masses were bronght
into this country, the question came up in the custom-house as to what
rate of duty should be charged upon them. Upon examination of the
law it was found that nowhere were blooms named. Then they looked
to the other classifications of the law and they found two, of whichone
was:

All manufactures of steel, or of which steel shall be a component part, not
otherwise provided for, 45 per cent. ad valorem,

After examination it was determined by the Treasury Department
that that rate should be put upon these blooms, and that rate was levied,
nntil finally it was contended by some sharp importer that these were
not manufactures of steel, they were steel itself not otherwise provided
for, and they claimed that these blooms came in under this classifica-
tion:

Steel in any form not otherwise provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

If they were classified as steel described in the tariff as ingots they
were 2} cents a pound, which was probably on this class of steel over
100 per cent. ad valorem; if classified as steel blooms, as manufactures
of steel, they were subject to a duty of 45 per cent. ; if classified as steel
not otherwise enumerated they were put at 30 per cent. This confusion
has existed from that time to this, so that the courtsand custom-house

officers and the importers are in constant collision and contest over the
tax on these goods when they are imported. !

The Senate would see, therefore, that if the duty is placed at 45 per
cent. on blooms, with blooms already as they are to-day, I think, about
$22 a ton, it makes something like between $9 and $10 per ton for
blooms. If they are imported as steel under the general clause as steel
in ingots the rate would be over $40 per ton; if importod under the rate
of steel not otherwise provided for it would be $6.60 per ton. This un-
certainty rests upon the whole business at this moment.

‘When the Tariff Commission took up this subject they endeavored
to classify all the cheaper forms of steel into one grade, and to place
upon that kind of steel a low rate of duty, so that the people might have
the benefit of cheapsteel. This form of Bessemer steel not only includes
steel rails, but includes iron fence, iron wire, and a multitude of articles
which enter into daily use among all classes of people. Therefore the
Tariff Commission, wishing to give to the people the benefit of this re-
duction in the value and price of steel, put upon that form of steel a
duty of six-tenths of 1 cent a pound, which is about $13 a ton; but the
Committee on Finance did not understand the classification proposed,
they did not understand why this low rate of duty should be applied
only to an ingot or bloom weighing five hundred pounds or upward.
It was said it could not be used in that form, that the ordinary black-
smith or mechanic could not import and use the bloom in that form,
but that it must go throngh the rolling-mill, and therefore that such
a classification was objectionable. But this was the only way in which
the commission coukl separate the cheaper form of steel from the higher
grades of steel, which were always in the form of small erucible cast-
steel, ingots and the like, and in the smaller forms.

Here was the difficulty: The Committee on Finance, not one of whom
were experts in this business, undertook to revise the action of the
Tariff Commission. We conld not understand what they meant and we
struck out the classification that they had arranged to te the line
between the two classes of steel. We reported the bill with the rate of
duty standing at six-tenths of 1 cent on all steel under 2 cents and on
other grades above that. The Senate, without debate, without knowl-
edge of the difficulties of classification, upon the motion, I think, of the
Senator from Kentucky, struck that down to five-tenthsof 1cent, If I
am wrong about it the Senator from Kentucky will correct me; but I
think that one of his numerous amendments to the iron schedule—if
he did not somebody did—was to strike it down to one-half a cent.

Thus steel which under the existing law was intended to be taxed at
2} cents a pound was reduced toone-half of 1 cent a pound, and then n
higher rate was imposed on steel worth more than 2 cents a pound; but
as all this cheaper form of steel, except that made by the Martin-
Siemens process, comes mostly under 2 cents, and all of it under 4 cents
a pound, it would cover nearlyall the steel imported. A low rate of
duty like this would close up every crucible and Bessemer-steel works
in the country, and this valuable process of making steel would be
driven out of our country.

Do Senators understand what has been done in Committee of the
Whole with the iron schedule? The Senator from New Jersey has at
last found out that the reductions were revolutionary. I have here o
table to show the nature, character, and extent of these reductions, and
I am quite sure that the Senate, who no doubt will deal with this industry
as they do with others, will see that, probably in ignorance, without
full information, we have struck at these great industries a blow which
we have not aimed at any other or pretended to aim at any other. Let
us see. Iron ore we have reduced from 20 per cent. ad valorem to 50
cents per ton, althongh under the old rate 500,000 tons were imported.
Iron in pig we have reduced from $7 a ton to $6.50. Scrap-iron, gath-
ered up all over the world, we reduced from §$8 a ton to $6.50; scrap-
steel from 2} centsa pound to $6.50 a ton; steel blooms from 45 per cent.
ad valorem to one-halfa cent a pound; othersteel from 2} and 3} down to
one-half of a cent and to 2 cents a pound. Iron railroad bars we have
left the same; steel railroad bars we have reduced from $28 a ton to
seven-tenths of a cent a pound, or $15.68 a ton. 5

Bar-iron we have reduced from 1 cent per pound, or $22.40 a ton, to
$18 a ton, and on the second 1gm.de of them from $33.60 a ton to $22.
Round iron we have reduced from $28 a ton to $24.80. Plate iron we
have reduced from $33.60 to $22.40 a ton. Tin-plate, which is the
highest form of iron introduced into this country, we have actually
reduced from $24.50 to $22.40, although its proper rate would be about
$44.50. So with hoop-iron; so with other classes. The whole grade of
cast-iron, of which there are thonsands I may say, yes, millions of tons
imported, we have reduced from $33.60 down to $§22.40; fish-plates from
2 cents a pound to 1} cents a pound; spikes and anvils from 2} cents to
2 cents a pound; chains from 2} and 3 cents down to 1} and 2 cents;
circular saws from 35 per cent. to 30 per cent. ad valorem, and soon. I
will not go throngh the list further.

Now, is it right, is it just that this industry, so large and so great, car-
ried on mainly in the Middle States of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio,
and Illinois, representing a production of $300,000,000 per annum,
should be unduly selected to strike at this fatal blow ? The Senator
from Kentucky says that I was present when thiswasdone. I didnot
consent to it; I resisted from the very initial point the reduction of duty
on pig-iron; but, as a matter of course, when the Senate reduced that
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on the arguments which were presented here I felt disposed and, with
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowx], I did join in making bar-iron
stand on the same relative footing, believing, however, that by showing
the effect of this reduction we might cause ahalt. But theSenate went
on time after time upon the motionsand votes of the cnemies of thisbill,
and in the name of a revenue-tariff reform struck at the iron industry
of the countryand carried these amendments one by one. Many of the
amendments were carried by a close party vote, sometimes one or two
Republicans voting with the Democrats, and this iron schedule was
knocked into pi. Now, what should be done? :

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield rightthere for a question ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. McPHERSON. I suppose the Senator has figured the resulf of
his amendment. Will he inform me how much reduction his amend-
ment is from existing tariff rates?

Mr. SHERMAN, I will, exactly. .

Mr. MCPHERSON. And will heat thesame time inform me whether
that is in just comparison with the reductions made upon other indus-
tries?

Mr. SHERMAN. It is more than is made on other rates. Strange
to say, it is more. I go back and repeat again, the rates on steel now
are 2} cents a pound to 3} cents and 10 per cent. ad yaloremadded. I
will again state the amendment I offer, which is not mine. I clipped
it out, as I said before, from the formal action of the only branch of this
Government that has the right to originate a revenue bill. I took the
benefit of their counsel and wisdom, and I found that they had reduced
the rates of steel and they had carefully scrutinized, as I thought, the
different grades and rates proposed and had made them harmonize with
each other and harmonize with the general desire to reduce taxation.

The present duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem only applies to steel
blooms, while all other forms of steel, however cheap they may be, are
subject to the old tax of 2} cents a pound. My amendment, or rather
the House amendment, reduces all the cheaper forms of steel, whether
made by the patent processes or by any other processes worth less than
$33 a ton in the market, to an ad valorem of 45 per cent. As to all
these classes of steel it reduces the rate to the same rate that is now
applied only to steel blooms; all are put at 45 per cent. This is an
enormous reduction. All the low grades of steel that come into the
country pay to-day 2} centsa pound, exceptonly steelin blooms. This
bill proposes to put all forms of the steel worth less than 4 cents a pound
at the low rate of duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. HAWLEY. When the Senator says ‘‘this bill’’ he means his
amendment?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, myamendment. Iamspeakingof theclause
taken from the House bill and offered as an amendment. Here is an
enormous reduction. On every item of the schedule, and we retainthe
old schedule, there is a reduction from the existing law of one-half of a
cent a pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. The proposition I submit
throws off the 10 per cent. ad valorem, and the Senate will see thaton
all the grades of steel that are here enumerated there is a reduction
below the present rates.

I say now without fear of contradiction that taking the whole sched-
ule together there is a reduction proposed by my amendment of from
10 to 20 per cent. ad valorem; not 10 to 20 per cent. on the amount of
goods imported, but 10 to 20 per cent. of theamount of duties now raised.
The Senate will see that is a quarter of a cent from each of the grades
above the lower grades, though the great reduction is in putting an ad
valorem duty of 45 per cent. on all steel worth less than 4 cents a pound.

The Senate now, whichis in a considerate mood, certainly can haveno
interest in the world to do injustice to any section. We have in this
bill protected every interest of every section of the country whenever
demanded. We have given to whisky over 100 per cent. protection.
‘We have given to tobaccoover100 per cent. protection, and we increased
thislargely at the demand of the Senator from Kentucky. We have
provided for everyinterest. We haveincreased the duty on cotton manu-
factures where the Senator from Rhode Island thonghtit important and
essential to do so. 'We have increased in some cases the duties on wool.
We have provided for the lead-pencils, the files, and all thelittle indus-
tries that were presented to us, upon the principle that we ought to live
and let live. We have done this without respect to locality.

I, like the Senator from Illinois, have voted for every proposition
that has been here offered and sustained by reasonable ment, to
protect any industry, great or small, however insignificant it may be.
We provided for the buttons, the thread, and all forms of ind
of that kind. 'We have been careful not to unduly reduce the rates
on any article where a Senator rose in his place and gave good rea-
son why it ought not to be reduced. We have cared for the rice in the
South cultivated by negro labor, and I voted for it because I did not
want to reduce the opportunity of those people to earn a livelihood. In
every respect, in every question that has been presented to the Sen-
ate, I have voted for that provision which would protect the labor of
any portion of the people of this country. Yet now, when we ask you
not to strike down this industry, which I may say is the center or foun-
dation of the manufacturing industries of the Middle States, our voice
is not heeded. We are not represented in this body according to our
population. We are in the House. The four States, New York, Penn-

Ivania, Ohio, and Illinois, and, I might add, Virginia as well, whose
gterests were sacrificed in the first vote on t.(lll’m metal schednlza, have
not Senators here in proportion to their numbers.

Therefore I have a right to ask the other Senators from States that
have been protected by the provision of this bill not to sacrifice the in-
terests of these States, especially here in this body, where equal repre-
sentation of numbers does not prevail. All1 desireisthat no injustice
be done to any section, that no criticism be made of the action of any
Senator, but that the same rule be applied to the industry of ironand
steel as to cotton or wool. I have no personal interest in either, and
care only to deal fairly and equally with all of the industries of my
country. I say that from one cause or another this industry has been
unduly dealt with. The Senator from New Jersey himself has at last
found it out, and if there can be a fair and reasonable readjustment of
the metallic schedule npon a basis of a reduction of about what is made
on other articles, I should be very willing to vote for it.

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio bear with me just
there for a moment? The reductions that I propose to make, if the
Senator from Ohio would be so kind as to withdraw hisamendment and
allow me to press mine, would be a reduction on some grades of about
half a cent a pound. It is an increase above the present bill ofa quarter
of a cent a pound upon the crucible cast-steel.

tll.rl: SHERMAN. I do not think the present bill is a test or guide
at

Mr. McPHERSON. It is a decrease from existing rates upon the
lower grades of steel from 52 per cent., the same grades running down
from that to 40, placing them all at 40. Therefore, the classification
having been retained, there isno confusion in my amendment as to classi-
fication; every Senator can see it is a reduction, and every Senator can
see it is an advancebeyond the presentbill, which I believe to be too low.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will discuss the Senator’s proposition now, al-
though it will come up more properly when in order to put it.
of 45 per cent. on steel worth less than 4 cents a pound, he proposes to
make the limit 5 cents. It is not at all m to make it 5, be-
cause all say that all the forms of steel such as we are dealing with now
in the first clause of the schedule would come in under 4 cents, and that
near]goall of them will come in under 2 cents. Therefore when you
get above the range of 4 cents you enter upon the article of crucible
steel, which is much more valuable, Let me answer further.
reduce it to 40 per cent.? Why not 45 percent.? At 45 per cent. there
is a large reduction upon the present duty. Why reduce it more?

Mr. McPHERSON, If the Senator will bear with me, he at the
same time his classification. He asked me why I make it 5
cents. In turn, I might ask him why he makes it 4 cents.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer you.

Mr. McPHERSON. I have continued it at 5 cents because the pres-
ent law makes it 5 cents.

Mr, SHERMAN. I beg pardon.

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senate bill makes it 5 cents.

Mr. SHERMAN. The present law does not make it 5 cents, it makes
it 7 cents. At the time when the law was passed there was very lit-
tle steel of less value imported. Here isthe trouble. Forty-five per
cent. is a largereduction. That is admitted on all hands. Now I hope
Senators will see that as the 45 per cent. now only applies to steel in
blooms, one single kind of steel, 45 per cent. is now extended to apply
to all the other cheap forms of steel under 4 cents. =

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator if the rate of 45 per cent. proposed -
by him is not an increase of about 50 per cent. on the duty now charged
on the rods out of which wire fence is made?

Mr. SHERMAN. That is in a specific clause, but not included in
this, I think.

Mr. PLUMB. It does not affect that?

Mr. SHERMAN. This does not affectit. I do not know whether
the bill does or not. I think there is aspecial rate for that. I do not
know what it is.

Mr. PLUMB. Is not that affected by your proposition?

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. [To Mr. MoRRILL.] Isit?

Mr. MORRILL. No.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont says it is not.

Mr, PLUMB. I am not speaking of this particular amendment. I
am speaking generally of theamendments offered by the Senator from
Ohio to this schedule.

Mr. MORRILL. It will not be if the amendment suggested by the
Senator from Towa shall be accepted by the Senator from Ohio, and the
Senator from Ohio offers to accept it.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that.

Mr. McPHERSON. Ihad reference to the Tariff Commission report,
and not to the existing law. :

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator was mistaken. The Sen-
ator asked me why I take 4 cents. I take that, first, because 4 cents
would include all the cheaper forms of steel; and I take it because the
House of Representatives have adopted that value as the line between
specific and ad valorem rates. The amendment I offer fixes specifie
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rates on all steel valued above 4 cents. I have kept the old classifica-
tion under the old law, which has been construed over and over again,
and have reduced the rate on every one of them one-quarter to one-half

a cent, which is more than 10 per cent. of the amount of duty levied | be

under those classifications.

It seems to me that thisproposition has the advantage over the prop-
osition of the Senator from New Jersey in this, that it has already been
considered in all its forms. His would have to be debated over again
and studied. Nothingis more difficult for any Senator not experienced
in these mechanical employments or trades, not familiar with the differ-
ent gradesof iron and steel, and all the technical terms applied in their
manufacture and use, in adeliberative body like this, composed of law-
yers, to deal with thisquestion. Therefore, when the Tariff Commission
reported I preferred to take their report, and I would prefer to take it
to-day. Now, when we can fall back upon the well-considered action
of the House of Representatives, I prefer to take their action rather
than to take the crude ions that may now be offered by any
single Senator, whose opinion in other matters might be entitled to the
highest consideration. ;

If this amendment is adopted there will be a reduction of duties on
all forms of steel. I intend, then, if I can, to e the Senate if
possible to make some reasonable changes in regard to the iron schedule
that would have no connection with this amendment at all. I hopein
that way we may have a bill that will be satisfactory to our peopleand
satisfactory to the whele country.

Mr. COKE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio if the action of
the House to which he refers is not practically the same with that pro-
posed by the Tariff Commission?

Mr. SHERMAN. The proposition I make.

Mr. COKE. On the metal schedule ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Noj; it is much lower than the Tariff Commission,
as I believe.

Mr. COKE. Are not the classifications the same?

Mr. SHERMAN. No, the classifications are not the same. The
‘Tariff Commission reported a classification based upon the size of the
ingot. Under the Tariff Commission classification no steel except an
ingot or bloom weighing over five hundred pounds and of certain di-
mensions had the benefit of the lower rate, while this proposition gives
to all kinds of steel worth less than 4 cents per pound the reduction to
the ad valorem rate; and onaccount of the great fall in the price of steel
the ad valorem rate js a much less rate than the specific rate under the
o0ld prices,

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, one question that I desired to ask
the Senator from Ohio has been answered just now. I did not quite
hear distinetly. I believe he wasasked whether this isbelow the Tariff
Commission report.

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, I am quite sure of that. ILet me say now, as
I do not wish to be here misrepresented about this matter, that is upon
the assumption that steel blooms are worth to-day $22 per ton. The
Senator will see that six-tenths of a cent a pound would be considerably
more than 45 per cent. ad valorem. It would depend entirely upon the
price of the blooms.

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course no Senator expects so complex a bill as
this to be precisely what he prefers in regard to every detail, even in
those matters affecting his own locality. I am sure that I have repeat-
edly voted for changes in the tariff bill that would seem superficially to
be against my local interest; but I understand perfectly well that what
is one man’s meat is another man’s poison; that what is one man’s raw
material is another man’s manufactured article; and that if we are un-
dertaking anything like a general system of protection, or if we are to
carry out in raising a revenue in this way the general idea of protection,
we have got to consider the whole country as one State. I say I have
repeatedly voted for what apparently was against my local interest, and
I am quite ready to doso again. I understand perfectly well, and did
when I made my few remarks on Saturday, that running over the bill
as we did it was quite possible that we should make the steps of un-
equal height, and that some subsequent gradation might be entirely
proper. Iam in general satisfied with the suggestion of the Senator
from Ohio, and I do not think he can be reproached with increasing the
duty. Certainly I am quite willing to vote for it.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky avows
his willingness to report this bill at once, so that it may go to the House.
I wish to say to the Senator from Kentucky that he probably has
spoken one hundred lines to my one in relation to this tariff. So far
as I have been concerned, I have been quite content to have a vote
upon any question after it was fully understood by the Senate, and
have not intended either in the beginning, middle, or end of the dis-
cussion to procrastinate the debate by repeating the same facts and argu-
ments over and over in.

I regret that the Senator from Kentucky is so reluctant to believe
that there can be any good faith on the side of those who are in favor
of protection or in favor of American manufactures. I almost believe
that he is as ready as John Randolph said he was to go a mile to kick
a sheep, I do not know but what if he were the only witness to see
a communist throwing petrolenm upon a manufactory he would for-
get it before the next morning, refusing to be a witness in any such case.

I desire to appeal to the good sense, however, of the Senator from
Kentucky, that as he knows that if this bill is to be passed at all or if
any bill is to pass, the present bill will be the basis of the law that will
enacted, therefore it is quite important that if there are any defects,
any examples of gross injustice, they should be rectified here. I merely
wish to have Senators state the facts about anything and have a vote
upon it without much more consumption of time.

In relation to this matter of steel it was presented and informally con-
sidered by the Committee on Finance. The Senator from Kentucky
was present only a part of the time. When the subject was there con-
sidered even the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] admitted it
was a great improvement upon the propositions that were proposed to
be stricken out by the Senator from Ohio.

So far as steel is concerned that is valued below 4 cents a pound, itis
a large reduction from the existing law. Steel under 7 cents a pound
is subject to a duty of 2} centsa pound, and this would be a very large
reduction. Then when you go above 7 cents and up to 11 cents the
present duty is 3 cents a pound, and it is proposed by the Senator from
Ohio to make that 23 cents, and above that to make it 3} cents, with-
out the present addition of 10 per cent. ad valorem. I understood the
Senator from Ohio to be willing to make that 3} cents, and I so stated
in private conversation to Senators on the other side. If the Senator
from Ohio will consent to make the last provision 3} cents there will
be a reduction of one-quarter of a cent a pound and 10 per cent. ad
valorem. Then in relation to the subsequent proviso about unenu-
merated steel, I wounld suggest as a fair compromise the recommenda-
tion of the Tariff Commission, and that was 3 cents a pound. That
would be, if not a reduction, no more than the present rate, and on the
whole a real reduction of existing rates would be effected.

Mr. President, I only hope that we will not debate this single ques-
tion all day, but that we may have a vote upon it.

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senatorfrom Vermont is correct, I sup-

in saying that I have spoken more than he has since the consider-
ation of this bill began ; but I think he will say that since the bill came
before the Senate with the amendments made as in Committee of the
Whole, and has been considered by the Senate, I have offered noamend-
ments except to correct one or two manifest errors, and that I have been
pressingall the time to get the bill to theother House. Butwhen asched-
ule has been considered for a month the wrongs, if any, in which were
developed and fully discussed before the Committee of the Whole, and it
has been agreed toin the Senate, and it is now sought to overthrow all
that was done, I am to be grumbled at if I am not nﬁam silent when a
large increase of taxation is songht to be imposed, and changes of speci-
fications and classifications to conceal the facts are made, I am to be told
again that I am an obstructionist and that the things now in the bill
were inserted by me against the will of the Senate. That sort of stuff
issimply absurd. I desire and intend always to put myself right. The
Senator from Ohio himself indorsed what is now in this bill, and when
he says I made the motion and reduced the taxes in these paragraphs I
want to have the RECORD read and the facts stated correctly.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is certainly mistaken. When the
metal schedule was read, the very first moment I could get the floor I
moved to amend it, and continued moving to amend it. The Senator
is certainly mistaken about that. Of courseit wasreported by my con-
sent from the committee.

Mr. BECK. Iwillreadthe REcORD. When the proposition thatthe
Senator from Ohio now seeks to strike out, as to steel ingots, cogged
ingots, blooms, billets, slabs, and so on, valued at not exceeding 2 cents
a pound, six-tenths of 1 cent a pound, was read and came to be consid-
ered on the 25th of January, page 25 of the RECORD, the Senator from
Texas [Mr. CokE] inquired of me what was the effect of the amend-
ment. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] had explained
it, and I said it was an improvement upon the present condition, that
we had struck out a great many objectionable words, that it would be
very difficult to understand all that was proposed about weighing over
five hundred pounds or weighing under five hundred pounds. I closed
my remarks as follows:

Mr. BEcE. I was about to say that the word “ billets,” an article which is more
wvaluable than the slabsand blooms, isalsoadded in the dment of the Senat
from Rhode Island, which was not embraced in the low grade provided for in the
committee’s bill,and as billets are a very important article of the higher rate of
value, worth more than either blooms or slabs, in that regard the amendment of
the Senator from Rhode Island is much more valuable than the committee’s bill.
8o far as I am advised, on looki.nﬁat it pretty carefully, I am inelined to think
that it is a good amendment, and I shall vote for it.

SoI was content:

Mr. BRowx. I move, in place of the amendment which is rD?DB&d by the Se &
ator from Rhode Island, in line 524, to strike out * six,"” before “ tenths,” and to
insert ‘‘five,” making the rate * five-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” .

That was the motion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowN],who
proceeded to say:
I think there ought to be some regard to justice and propriety in fixing the
dards o!‘tnriirxgm the different classes of metal, We have voted with a good
deal of unanimity to-day to place on all steel scrap and all iron scrap that isnot
more than 2 foet{ong a duty of $6 per ton ; and I suppose if it is 18 inches thick
it would not make any difference so that it does not exceed 2 feet in length. It
does not matter how fine it is or what the value of it is; we put it at §6 per ton.
If that be a correct prineiple, then there is no reason why we should put the in-
gotsthat are mentioned here whichare worth onlyabout three or fourdollarsaton
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more, or even not £2a ton more than some of this serap is, at a little over double
the rate. Six-tenthsof 1 ccm‘al believe, makes £13.44 per ton. We fix pig-iron at
£6 per ton, and steel scra wrought scrap at §6 per ton. nlt about
§10 or §12 & ton is surely high en&ugb for thtia ingots and for the class of steel
that is mentioned in icular pl
I therefore move as a E:I?utitute or the amendment offered by the Senator
from Rhode Island to stn!‘:f out “‘gix’' and insert “ five,”” making the duty five-
tenths of 1 cent. per poun
The memwepawl;?m The Senator from Georgla moves to amend the para-
g‘m h proposed to be stricken out.
¢ amendment will be read.
The PrivciPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 524' after the word “ process," it
£s ro to strike out ' six-tenths” and insert ** five-tenths;" so as to read:
“ Five-tenths of 1 cent per s R
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quwt.lon is on ag
posed by the Senator from Geo!
Mr ALLISON. 1 understood the Senator from Geor
of the Benator from Rhode Island by stri out * six-tenths" and
macrling L) ﬂm::mhs" in his proposition,
Mr. BRows. No; I move to amend by striking out *six-tenths" in the text.
I move it rather as a substitute for the proposition of the Senator from Rhode
Island. I care not in what shape we get atit soas toreachthe point. I am will-
A t:riﬁnit unl.ilﬁtha ?mcndmﬁn&g: t‘: Senator from Rhode Island is voted on,
an ve notice of my amendmen!
AMr. Ax.ﬂsox Iam rathir inclined to join the Senator from Georgia. I think
rhaplf we have madeLtoo great a distinetion between pig-iron and the lower
rms o er stee
Mr, Cumw. of Pennsylvania. You can remedy that by raising the duty on

plflr ALL1SoN. We can remedy it in some way.snd the Scnntar f'rom Georgin

ng to the
to move to amend the

nent pro-

suggests a very good way, ILs thathe moveh d
ment of the Srgnnmr rmm Rhode nd.
RERMAN, I think that would be better.
Mr. ALDRICH. I su, t that my amendment be voted on, and if it is adopted
the Senator can move amendment to that.

Mr, SHERMAN. Would that be in order?

The PrEsipixG OFFICER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr, BuErMAX,. It will have to be moved now before the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island is voted on. It would not be in order afterward.

Mr. Browx. I desire to offer the amendment now,

The PrEsipinG OFFICER. Doesthe Chair understand the Senator from Georgia
to move to amend the text or to move to amend the amendment of the Senator
from Rhode Island ?

. Browx. My proposition was to amend the text.

The PrEsIDING OFFICER. The Chair so underutood the Sanntot from Georgia.

Mr. Browx. I did not notice carefully P tor from
Rhode Island.

Mr. MoRRILL. T think the 8 in will lish his purpose
if he moves to the from Rhode Islan

Mr. Beowys. Letthe a,me.ndmantofthe Senator from Rhode Island be reported

from G

1 he S

r. MoRRILL. It includes the lower class articles.
The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island

n read.

The Prmcipal Legislative Clerk read Mr. ALDRICH'S amendment.
. Beowx. I move to strike out “six-tenths" and rt * five-tenths.”

The PresipinG OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia now moves to amend the

nent of the Senat m Rhode Island by strlking out the word " six-

tenthn“ where it first ocours and inserting “ five-tenths.”

Mr. BRowx., And where the rate is 1.2 cents per pound I move to strike out
*' two-tenths” and to leave it ' 1 cent."”

Mr. MoggILL, I ask for a division of the question. :

The PresipiNG OFFICER. A division is ed for, Thequestion will be taken
first on the proposal of the amendment to strike out where it first cceurs *' six-
tenths™ mdpinscrt “five-tenths.”

It will thus be seen that the paragraph now so much complained of
was moved and voted on and agreed to without a dissenting voice, the
Benator from Towa and the Senator from Ohio both takin in the
debate on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowN].
It was made with the consent, at least, of the Semwur from Ohio who
now denounces it, and in a few minutes afterward he made a
which I read from the other mghtmwhxch he said he joined his friend
from Georgia in reducing these things, because the rates we were then
seeking to place them at were right; and all we have since done in

rd to pig-iron has been only to make it 50 cents a ton more than

it was then. Yet this morning the Senate is told that I as an obstrue-

tionist did introduce and amend the bill so that it was not fit to be sent

to the House. Every one of these amendments met the sanction of the

Scnator from Ohio so far as I know. So much for his reckless assertions
to my action.

Mr SHERMAN. The Senator will do me the justice to say, if he
will allow me to interrupt him, that I voted with the Senator from
Georgia on the amendment avowedly, and stating at the time that I
voted for it in order to put these different grades in harmony with the
vote already taken by the Senate. I stated that that was my purpose,
and that if I could ever get the duty on pig-iron restored I would be
very glad to restore these duties.

Mr. BECK. The only change now made in pig-iron is 50 cents a
ton, and yet the Senator is seeking to put $22.40 a ton and $16.80 per
ton increase of duty on many classes of Bessemer and erucible steel by
a change of classification from 4 cents to 7 centsand from 7 cents to 11
cents and from 11 cents up above the committee’s rate.

More than that, to show that what was done was done with perfect
consideration I turn to the House proceedings which have been spoken
of so much. Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana, in the House sought to make
the duty three-tenths of 1 cent, and read a letter from Indianapolis
signed by Aquilla Jones, president of the Indianapolis Rolling-Mill
Company, addressed to Hon. W. H. CALKINS, as follows :

IxpraxaroLis, Ixp., January 29, 1833,

Sk : The bill now before your House fixes the tariff’ on steel blooms at about
five-tenths, I desire to impress upon you and the Indiana delegation that roll-
ing-mills throughout the country, except the Bessemer-steel works, ean not live
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on a duty on this class of steel excecding three-tenths, To put it higher than
this is absolute ruin to the smaller mills in this coamr.ry 30

resident of Indianapolis Eoll
Hon. W, H. CALKINS, 2 % %d xS me

Bringing it down to three-tenths instead of five-tenths, and one of
the immediate colleaguesof the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH],
after discussion moved to make it four-tenths, and the House did make
it four-tenths, or $2.20 a ton lower than we have done now. Then a
Representative from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] modified his amendment
50 as to strike out four-tenths and insert 45 per cent. ad valorem, say-
ing that was about the equivalent of four-tenths. It will be seen that
this effort now to make a great increase after what has taken place in
both Houses is an after-thought bronght about in order to upset the
schedule which was adopted with the sanction, certainly not with any
opposition from the Senator from Ohio.

What I protest against is undoing all that has been done merely be-
canse a change has come over his mind and the mind of the chairman
of the committee, when the chairman of the committee announced
that the committee had reconsidered this subject and made these modi-
fieations, and referred to the Senator from Delaware who is now ab-
sent as agreeing with him, about which I know nothing, and said that
I was only there a part of the time last Saturday morning when they
thought fit to meet. Mr. President, when the amendment was sought
to be referred in the Senate Friday night I objected to the reference,
and it was not referred to that committee. The amendment was not
before it. I had no right to be at a private conference about it, and
they had no right to decide as a committee upon it, because the Senate
positively refused on my objection to allow it to be sent to them on
Friday night, as the RECORD will show. Of course I was not in con-
sultation about it, except to go into the room and say, when asked to
take part, that I protested against the committee or any body of men
assuming to be a committee acting upon what the Senate had refused
to refer to them. I consulted the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR-
R1s], and he advised me that he was not advised that they were going
to meet, and he was not there either.

I have t respect for the opinions of the Senator from Delaware.
If he were here he would speak for himself. I do notbelieveif the Sen-
ator from Delaware were here and saw the effect of this amendment,
saw that it was an increase of 50 per cent. upon all the manufactures
of steel not otherwise ennumerated, that he would sanction the increase
for a moment, because he never has voted to increase anything beyond
the provisions of the present law so far as I recollect. He has stated on
this floor, and has stated in committee time and again, that he would
not in any changes of classification of these steel goods add to the rate
in the present law; therefore I do not believe the Senator from Dela-
ware would vote for it. But I am not speaking for him; I do not care
whether he would or not; nor do I care what he agreed to. I repeat,
when I am referred fo as being absent from the committee when that
was considered, there was nothing before the committee which it had a
right to consider, as on the floor of the Senate the night before I had ob-
jected to their undertaking to consider it; it never was before the com-
mittee in any proper sense. Therefore the chairman might as well have
left that part of his attack on me out of his speech.

I have been in committee when it was in regular session I believe as
regularly as any memberof the commiftee on either side whenever there
was any subject beforeit. From the 5th of December to the 10th of Jan-
uary, until the bill was reported, I believe I was there every day; and
from the time it came into the Senate I have been in my reat every
day and every night, and I have endeavored to perfect the bill as well
as I could; and whenever Iam told on the floor of the Senate that upon
these things I have been obstructive or that I have been destrnctive I
appeal to the records to show that these changes were not only not
made on my motion, but that they were made with the cordial acqunies-
cence of the Senator from Ohio himself. In the lower House it was
voted even to a lower rate than it is now on the motion of a Represent-
ative from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and then was placed at 45 per
cent. ad valorem on the motion of a Representative from Kansas npon
the ground that it was the equivalent of four-tenths, and it was con-
tended by a Republican leader that it onght to be reduced to three-
tenths on tel from Indianapolis. I refer to Mr. CALKINS, one of
the ablest Representatives from the State of Indiana.

Mr. McPHERSON. Iwish tooffer an amendment to the amendment
of the Senator from Ohio. If Senators will look at the last print of the
bill and refer to it they will see exactly what I propose to do.

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 576 it is proposed to strike out
“2!! a_nd inse!'tr “5!?_

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will have tolook at the printed amend-
ment. I transfer that amendment to another place, and the Senator’s
amendment would not be germane and proper. If the Senator will go to
the desk he can putitinatthe properplace. Themodification striking
out the limitation of five hundred pounds has been made,

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 576, to strike out
27 and insert ‘“5;" to strike out all after the word “pound " in line
577, and all of line 578 toand including the word ‘‘pound?’ in line579;
::ld, after the word ‘‘ pound,” in line 579, to insert ‘40 per cent. ad

orem.
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Mr. McPHERSON. So that the clause will then read:
I}ogged Bessemer
maﬁ?homw§l o bm&ﬂﬁ&:m%;ﬂp:g?hm? or by agu:'
except the crucible process, and not exeeeding in value § cents per
pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem.

Retaining the remainder of that clause, as follows:

X ing in value 5 cents per pound shall pay the rates of
aﬁé‘;‘;?&ﬂ&‘a’?ﬁfuﬁ# aruciblo cast-etoos, i

Doing away with the 2-cent classification and putting all below 5
cents in one classification at 40 per cent. ad valorem. Now go on.

The ACTING SECRETARY. Itisfurther proposed, inline 727, tostrike
out ‘‘and one-half’’ and insert ‘‘three-fourths;’’ in line 738, after

2.9 insert “‘and one-fourth;” and inline 739, strike out **2} " and
rt 31,7

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment made as in Com-
mittee of the Whole {rom line 573 to line 581, inclusive, was agreed to
by the Senate. The Senator can not go back and amend that now.

Mr. MORGAN. Is it not part of the amendment to strike out what
has been agreed to?

Mr. HARRIS. The first proposition of the Senator {from Ohio, if I
remember aright, was to strike out that clause which had been inserted
with one additional clause, but I think he subsequently modified his
amendment and proposed to strike outfrom line 725 toline 740 and in-
sert the proposition now before the Senate.

Mr. MORGAN. Butinthat connection I think it was stated that he
would go back to the clause from line 725 to line 743 and strike that
portion out.

Mr, HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio can explain exactly what po-
sition the amendment is in.

Mr. MORGAN. That was put in after very serious objection on the
part of some Senators on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, and now
he proposes, after he has stricken out from line 776, &ec., to go back to
that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is another question. .

Mr. MORGAN. I understand the Chair to rule that the motion to
strike out that portion of the text is in order now.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. To strike ofit what was agreed to by
the Senate is mot in order. The Senator from New Jersey moves to
strike out ‘“2?’ and insert ‘57’ and so on in the clanse from line 573 to
581, which was inserted by the Committee of the Whole and agreed to
by the Senate. That is not in order.

' Mr. MORGAN. I am sure the Chair’s ruling is correct upon that.
That ruling would cut us off from the benefit of striking out of this bill
from line 573 to line 581 inclusive.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. No, sir; because that is part of the
text.

Mr. HARRIS. When the Senator from Ohio first offered his amend-
ment—ifor his first amendment was to strike out only that part which
had been inserted—the Chair ruled that that was not in order. The
Senator from Ohio then moved to strike out the part which had been
inserted, with lines 582 and 533 in addition. The Chair ruled, and,
as I think, properly ruled, that that motion was in order because itin-
cluded part of the text, which was a different proposition.

Mr. SHERMAN. Bat afterward—

Mr. HHARRIS. Afterward the Senator from Ohio transferred his
amendment, and I understand his amendment now to be to strike out
from line 725 to line 740, inclusive, and insert the proposition that he
has sent to the desk.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is it.

Mr. HARRIS. There is now no amendment pending proposing to
strike out line 776 or any part of that paragraph.

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ALLISON. I want to suggest to the Senator from New Jersey
that he can accomplish his object by moving an amendment to the
amendment pro by the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. McPHERSON. That is exactly what I was doing.

Mr. ALLISON. I know;but it can be done without so much cir-
cumlocution. What I understand practically to be the view of the Sen-
ator from New Jersey is to raise the limitation from 4 cents to 5 cents
per pound, and reduce the ad valorem from 45 to 40 percent. That is
it in substance.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can do that by amending the text, which
it is in order to perfect before the motion of the Senator from Ohio is
taken, or as a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Ohio.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He can not go back and strike out
what the Senate has agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. The practical effect of the amendment pro; by
the Senator from New Jersey new is, where the Senator from Ohio pro-
poses 4 cents a pound to make that 5 cents, and where the ad valorem
18 45 per cent. to reduce it to 40 per cent. The amendment of the Sen-
ator from New Jersey is substantially the proposition of the Senator
from Ohiowith theseexceptions. Althoughit makesadifferencebetween
crucible and other steel, yet the value of 5 cents a pound is inserted,
it makes no difference by what process the steel is made, whether by
the crucible process or any other process.

AMr. MORGAN. On last Friday I thought this bill was about ready

to go to the other House, about ready to be engrossed for a third read-
ing. There wasno Senatoron this side, as I am informed, who desired
to bring forward any radical amendment to the bill, and all that was
ed to be done was to make some efforts to cure a t defects.
in the bill. It was understood then that the principle of the bill, the
arrangement of the tariff, had been practically agreed upon by the Sen-
ate. Some Senators on this side had expressed their intention to vote
for the bill becanse it looked in the right direction, and not because
they approved of all or even of most of its provisions. The Senator
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAX], however, was not satisfied with the bill,
and has not been from the beginning upon this particular schedule.
He seems to be determined to press his wishes upon the Senate for the
entire reformation of so much of this schedule of metals as he thinks
affects certain interests in his part of the country which he wishes to
protect. The Senator has set about to amend line 569 to 572 by strik-
ing out the text of the bill, including in connection therewith an amend-
mentwhich ted the same text in precisely the same words and went
on to add other provisions which he desired to have put into the bill.

Now, the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. McPHERSON] comes inafter
the Senator from Ohio has again modified his amendment and caused it
to apply now between lines 725 to 746, and the Senator from New Jer-
sey offers a proposition further to amend the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Ohio.

It is almost a matter of impossibility for any Senator here who is not
a thorough expert in the distinctions and classifications and different
descriptions of iron and steel to keep up with this medley of changes
and rearrangements which it is proposed shall go on here and find its
results in this bill. After we have adopted the amendment of the Sen-
ator from New Jersey and then the amendments of the Senator from
Ohio, and have remodeled the bill so as to meet the new difficnlties, it
will be found that there are still other difficulties in this bill which, as
I think, will be tronblesome to handle. It occurs to me—I may be in
error about it—that the increase in line 801 to 803 of the ad valo-
rem duty upon ‘‘steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this
act,”” that being the basket clause of this section of the bill, an increase
of the ad valorem duty from 30 to 40 per cent., brings the bill into con-
flict with that part of it on page 41, which reads as follows:

Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for in
this act, com wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, lead, nickel, pewter,
tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, and whether partly or
wholly manufactured, 35 per cent. ad valorem.

All the important machines that we use in the South, particularly
those that are employed in spinning cotton, have quite a considerable
quantity of steel in them. Indeed, I doubt if there are many machines
of an important class made in the United States now, or that are im-
ported, that do not use quite a quantity of steel. Aeccording to the
Senator’s amendment, steel not specially enumerated or provided for
in this act will be at 40 per cent. ad valorem. Therefore, it seems to
me, we shonld find under the head of manufactures any machine with
steel in it, at least. The steel in that machine would be taxed at the
rate of 40 per cent. ad valorem, instead of 35 per cent. as is provided
on page 41, from line 907 to line 911. The only request that the South
has made upon the subject of the steel and iron tariffi—

Mr. SHERMAN. If I do not interrupt the Senator—I do not think
it will hurt his argument—I desire to suggest that the distinctions made
in the tariff classification between steel and the manufactures of steel
is very marked. The clause as to steel only refers to steel in the natu-
Tl state as steel, and not in the form of a manufactured article; and
therefore it has been held by the courtsand by the Treasury Department
over and over again that where steel loses its form so as to assume
commercial name as an article of manufacture, it ceased to be steel and
must be classified as a manufacture of steel. :

Mr. MORGAN. There are two difficulties in the way of that prop-
osition, it seems to me.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the construction.

Mr. MORGAN. The first is that we have a provision in this bill that
where an article may be classified and taxed under either of two heads
it shall be classified under that which brings the highest tax. Soif we
find steel in a machine, it being manufactured, the duty would be 35
per cent. ad valorem, and if we find the steel outside of a machine it
would come in at 40 per cent., being steel in both cases, but being pres-
ent in one case in the machine and in the other outside of it, it wonld
be taxed ing to the provisions of this bill at two different rates,
and therefore the highest.

Mr. SHERMAN. If steel were put in any form of manufacture for
use, for instance if' converted into an anvil, that would be a different
form of manuafacture within the clause, and unless it is covered by some
specific name, as a duty on an anvil, it would be covered by the duty
on manufactures of steel, and not by the duty on steel itself, becauseit
has changed its form from raw steel into an article known in commerce
as a manufactured article.

Mr. MORGAN. The text of the two parts of the bill which I am
now contrasting wonld necessarily bring up a question of interpretation,
which would have to find its way to the Supreme Court before people
would be satisfied about it. Steel not manufactured, steel not made
up into the parts of a delicate machine, is by this bill to bear a burden
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of 40 per cent. ad valorem tax. If it is manufactured and put into a
delicate machine it bears an ad valorem tax of 35 cent. That re-
verses all the doctrines I have heard contended for on this floor of pro-
gressive manufhctures. Take a piece of crucible steel which would
come in undér 40 per cent. ad valorem tax under the Senator’s amend-
ment. You work this into a machine; you make it perhaps twenty
times as valuable as it was before, and it may be the chief element of
value in the machine, and yet you reduce the tax according to this hill
to 35 per cent. ad valorem becaunse it is not specifically ennmerated,
becanse the machine in which the steel is wronght is not itself specially
named. Thereisa clearinconsistency, and it shows the danger of going
back in this bill and undertaking to inject into it the special views of
special claimants for protection under this system of tariff taxation
combined with Eomrotectmn.

The Senator Ohio informed us that he had been receiving tele-
grams, and he has spread them upon the RECORD, from various impor-
tant gentlemen, some Democrats and some Republicans; among others
he referred to Mr. Payne, of Cleveland, Ohio, as bmn% very urgent in
his demands upon the Congress of the United States for the introduc-
tion into this bill of a higher rate of taxation upon steel than the Sen-
ate or the Committee of the Whole had to. Now I read from
the Cincinnati News what I conceive to be the inspiration of all this
agitation on the subject of an increase of duty. Itis under the headof

A FRIGHTEXED "' INFANT."
The following was received yesterday :

Hon. W. MeAxNs, Cincinnati, Ohio :

Please see that strong telegraphic protestsare sentto Senators PEXDLETON and
SHERMAN against the te tariff bill. The scheme is tosend the Senate bill to
the House and secure eoncurrence without reference to a committee of confer-
facturers of Cinei ti to act prom

WasHIxeTON, February 16,

ence, Get iron

Mr. Swank is here looking over our action, supervising and superin-
tending it, and he telegraphs out to the iron-masters and the steel
manufacturers to send strong and nrgent telegrams to Mr. SHERMAN
and Mr, PENDLETON against the passage of the bill as the Senate has
already agreed upon it, after full and deliberate discussion, and after
change after change has been made to accommodate the very views
presented by the Senator from Ohio himself. Thereupon telegrams
fiooded in and the Senator from Ohio has ‘spread them upon the REc-
ORD as an evidence of the agitation that this country is thrown into
upon this question. The agitation all goes from Washington through
Mr. Swank’s telegrams out to the different iron-manufacturing estab-
lishments and steel-manufacturing establishments, and it comes back
in the form of these stirring telegrams. That is the inspiration of this
movement ; and here the Senate of the United States, when it is ready
to pass a tariff bill, and when gentlemen on this side are yielding ob-
jections to a great number of the important features of this bill, so that
the country may have repose, the Senate is required to go back over its
work, and day after day to reconsider its action upon this subject, and
finally we have got to that condition where if we take action at all it
can not be done intelligently, it can not be done with safety unless we
recommit at least this part of the iron schedule to the Committee on
Finance.

I only rose to call the attention of the Senate to the very involved
condition of this bill upon this very important and ecomplex suhject as
it is presented now in the amendments of the Senator from Ohio and
the Senator from New Jersey. The Senator from Kentucky has demon-
strated this morning that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is
an entire change of classification, and that it is a very large inecrease of
the tariff upon these productions. The Senator from New Jersey, I
suppose, is willing to admit that he proposes another change of classifi-
cation and a partial reduction of the ad valorem rate of taxation upon
this article, and I have just drawn the attention of the Senate to an
apparent conflict between the bill which lets in machinery from foreign
countries at one rate and this amendment which puts a different ad
va}:?;flm tax upon the metal of which a large portion of that machinery
is e.

In this state of doubt and confusion the Senator from Vermont is ask-
ing the Senate to move with a litfle more alacrityin the of this
bill. The Senator need not addresss his remarks on that subject to
this side of the Chamber. Those remarks have no application to our
conduct here, but they do apply to the other side of the Chamber. If
Senators on that side now desire to have this bill passed, if theyreally
wish to send to the House of Representatives that which we have sub-
stantially and formally and solemnly agreed upon in the Committee of
the Whole, I think they will vote down the amendments both of the
Senator from New Jersey and the Senator from Ohio. IfI am able to
comprehend the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, it is an
improvement on that proposed by the Senator from Ohio, and I should
be compelled to vote for that in the event that there was any prob-
ability of the other passing.

Mr. President, there is dissatisfaction with this bill on both sides of
the Chamber, and this country will be very much better satisfied with
our action if we would adopt a common-sense course upon this whole
question. Take the existing tariff laws as they stand (which it must

be admitted are the outgrowth of the experience and wisdom of the
Congress of the United States and of the commercial and industrial
classes of this country) and pass a graduated or horizontal line through
it, reducing it pro rata annually, first commencing at a reduction of 10
or 15 per cent. of the present tax, letting that operate for one year, and
then going on for the next year and reducing it again 10 or 15 per cent.
of the existing tax. In that way the country would be relieved of the
burden of excessive taxation; the Treasury would notreceive any increase
to its already plethoric condition. We could then take up the tariff
section by section, item by item, when we shall have more leisure to
do it than we have now, and we conld ascertain whether certain indus-
tries were being injured by this horizontal reduction. We could pro-«
vide so that no calamity would come npon any part of the country. .

Now, sir, we hear daily of iron and steel establishments going to pieces
in this country. The morning papers inform us of a very important
failure of a great steel and iron establishment in the State of Ohio. It
is said that one of the members of that company resides in Chicago;
that if that gentleman should pay to the company what he personally
owes to it the company would be able to go on. That is the general
statement that is made in the telegraphic advices we receive through
the newspapers this morning, I oetggume expect that this failure and
any other fatlure that may occur in this country will be upon
the delay of Congress in passinga tariff bill. If itshonld beso charged,
I for one wish to exonerate myself, and others who are associated with
me on this side of the Chamber, from having delayed this bill, for we
have made up our minds to send it to the House so far as our votes are
concerned. That is I believe the purpose of a considerable number of
gentlemen on this side of the Chamber if the bill is kept in the shape
or substantially in the shape in which it eame from the Committee of
the Whole. That condition of the bill is now to be interrupted it seems;
radical changes are to be incorporated in the bill. * It is to be made a
new and untried measure so far as iron and steel are concerned, and a
mea.;s;lre that, when the Senate shall have enacted it, it will not under-
stand.

Under these circumstances I intend to submit a proposition a little
later in the day under which the Senators on this floor shall have an
opportunity of doing that which they admit on all hands the people re-
gm.re that they should do, deplete the Treasury of a part of its revenue

erived from the tariff and also from internal taxation. I will offer to
amend the bill so as to cut down the existing tariff so that we will pre-
serve to the Congress of the United States the power to rectify any evils
that may befall any class of industries in this country, and provide fora
further gradual reduction, extending the time over a period of two years.
This plan I think will produce as little jar and disturbance in the oper-
ations of these great industries as is possible under any plan.

The country will understand thenwhetheror notitisthereal p
of theSenate ofthe United States to rednce therevennewhich comes into
the Treasury through the tariffand throngh internal taxation. Nodoubt
will remain after that propositionisvoted upon. Onthecontrary, if that
proposition shall be voted down, it will be entirely apparent to the whole
people of the United States that what wehave been engaged in here forthe
last six weeks has been a mere effort to boost up certain industries in
this country at the expense of other industriesand of the people at large;
that we have not been engaged in a candid effort to reduce and recon-
struct the tariff; that after we had reached conclusions which were sub-
stantially satisfactery all around as an experiment to be tried for the
future, some of the leading gentlemen on that side ef the Chamber,
some who have been for a long time prominent in the political and finan-
cial history of this country, throw intoe this bill new features and new
elements which we do not understand and have not the time to com-
prehend, and which radically change the whole nature of the system.
That course of procedure can not be charged to us. We want tariff’ re-
vision, and will not be able to get it, because those who desire o tariff
only for purposes of gain will not accept the conclusions at which the
Senate has arrived.

I here protest against any sort of intimation or assertion that anybody
on this side of the Chamber is nsible in any way or manner or
shape or form for what has been done by the Senator from Ohio in this
new endeavor to reform this schedule of metals. The inconsistencies
which his amendment will work are glaring; and after we have adopted
it there will not be a man in the Senate, I care not what particularin-
dustry he is looking out for, unless it is the Senator from Ohio, who
can write to his constituents or go to them and inform them of the pre-
cise effect of this measnre npon their industries.

‘Why not let us send this bill to the Hounse of Representatives as the
Senate has amended it, in order that, if they are prepared to act at all
upon any tariff bill, they shall have a fair opportunity of responding
to our suggestions? Orshall we prefer to heed the advice of Mr. Swank
which he telegraphed out to the companies he represents throughout
the United States, and had repeated in urgent m returned here
to Mr. PENDLETON and Mr. SHERMAN, asking them to defeat the Senate
tariff bill? It is time that we were acting and thinking for ourselves,
and that we should not allow these gentlemen to disturb and agitate
the Senate of the United States by this sort of manufactured thunder,
this stage thunder, which they get up to indicate that there is great
alarm and agitation among the people of the United States.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the
Chair understand that the Senator from New Jersey has offered his
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio or to the text
of the bill?

Mr. McPHERSON. To the amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
New Jersey will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 16 of the proposed amendment
itis moved tostrikeout ‘4"’ andmaert“5l. "’ inline 17 to strike out ‘4"
and insert ‘*5;"" in line 17 to strike out *‘7'’ and insert'‘ 9;”’ in line
18, after “°2, "' to insert ‘‘and one-fourth;*’ and inline 18to ‘strike out
“7 centsand not above 117 and insert “9 " in line 19, after *‘ pound,”

" to add “*3} cents per pound,”’ and strike ‘out “two and three-fourths
of 1 cent;”’ strike out all after *‘pound,” in line 20, and at the end
insert “‘all crucible steel valued below 5 cents per pound 1% cents per
pound;”’ so that the amendment of the Senator from Ohio would read,
oommencing at line 15:

Iron-molded steel castings, all of the above classes of steel not otherwise
specially provided for in this act, valued at 5 cents a pound or less, 40 per cent.
ad valorein ; above 5 cents a pound and not above 9 cents, 3} cents und ;
valued nbove 9 cemarf:er pound, 3} cents per pound ; all erucible steel valued be-
low 5 cents per pound, 11 cents per pound.

Mr, McPHERSON. It will be seen that I simply preserve the Sen-
ate’s classification and I raise the Senate’s rates to a point, as I under-
stand it, where I am nearly midway between the Senate bill and the

roposition of the Senator from Ohio. I avoid all the confusion that
Ei.e new classification would engender. In amending his amendment I
malke provision at the end of the clanse for erucible cast-steel below 5
cents a pound, which is put at 1} cents a pound. Then it will read ex-
actly as the Senate bill would read from line 735:

All of the above, bain crucible cast-steel, valued at 5 cents per pound or less,
1} cents per po ; valued above 5 cents and not above 9 cents per pound, 2;
ecents per pound; valued at above 9 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound.

It makes provision for all the crucible steel both below and above the
5-cent limit; it makes provision for the coarser grades of steel at 40 per
cent. ad valorem instead of 45.

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate will perceive how difficult it is to
deal with a question of this kind when I tell them, as I do without fear
of contradiction, that the pro})csmon made by the Senator from New
Jersey to put all crucible steel at the rate of 1.75 cents per pound will

increase the rate of duty more than all the decreases proposed by him
in the course of his amendment will amount to.

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do you say this is an increase?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; becausesome forms of crucible steel are
cheap, and they will be brought into the country and there will be no
reduction. There is no reason in the world why a higher duty should
be put upon erucible steel than upon other forms of steel if they are
of the same value.

Mr., McPHERSON. Thesame distinction is made in the Senate bill,
and I have heard no objection to it.

Mr. SHERMAN. We must put a uniform rate, be it as low a rate
as 40 per cent. if you wish on steel below 4 cents a pound; but let it
apply to all alike.

Mr. McPHERSON. There are different qualities of steel. I think
there ought to be a difference between those qualities of steel made by
the open-hearth process and the other processes that are named here of
a much lower Fmda and erucible steel.

Mr, SHERMAN. Does not the Senator know that the duty of 1.75
cents & pound on crucible steel below 5 cents a pound in value will
raise the rate of duty on more pounds of steel than his other changes
will lower the duties?

Mr. McPHERSON. As the Senator from Ohio professes to want a
highier rate of duties, I do not understand how he can object to that
«clause of the Senate bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. I want a fair duty all around. I donot wantany
special clanse excepting crucible steel from the regular ad valorem rate
if we are to adopt that rate on the lower classes.

My colleague and I represent more manufacturers of agriculturalim-
plements than almost any other four or five Senators here. These im-
plements are largely made in our State. As a matter of course our
people are anxious to get cheap steel, and if I was simply representi
the interests of my own State I should speak quite dx.ﬂyerently, but
want to see a fair rate proposed on all. This excepting crucible steel
from the low rate proposed by the Senator {from New Jersey excites at
least a remark from me that I do not see any reason why crucible steel
worth less than 5 cents a pound should pay a higher rate of duty than
Bessemer steel worth less than 5 cents a pound.

Mr. McPHERSON. Simply because it is crucible steel.

Now, I wish to say that there is no Senator on this floor knows bet-
ter than the Senator from Ohio that unless we reach some kind of a de-
cision about this matter to-day or very soon, it is perfect nonsense for us
to expect any tariff revision. I do not suppose that I have offered an
amendment that renders equal and exact justice. I must confess that
I do not know as well as I ought to know what would be equal and
exact justice. I have done thebestI could. I havereached the fairest
compromise I can between the two discordant elements here, one I be-
lieve too low and the other too high; and certainly if we find that this

rate is a burden upon any interest of the country it will only have to
wait a few months to have it corrected, becanse when Congress convenes

in in December it is much easier to change an error or correct a fault
in the legislation now proposed than it is to commence anew the in-
vestigation and consideration of this whole tariff subject.

I look upon this as a compromise. It is higher than the Senate bill,
althoungh it is lower than the Senator from Ohio’s amendment. It is
the best compromise I can offer. As I said before, if there is any dis-
position on the part of the Senate to pass a tariff bill, I would advise
them to accept this compromise and let us

Mr. ALLISON. Iaminclined to support a portlon of the suggestion
made by the Senator from New Jersey, but I quite agree with the Sen-
ator from Ohio that crucible steel, simply because it is crucible steel,
should not have a higher rate than any other form of steel costing as
much. If we are to make a scale of duties here graduated with refer-
ence to valuation, I do not see why we shounld not make it apply as well
to crucible steel as to other forms of steel. The Senator from New Jer-
sey proposes the rate of 1 cents a pound upon all crucible steel valued
at 5 cents or less, as I understand.

It seems to me that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio, with
the exception of the ad valorem of 45 per cent., is a fair proposition in
the main, if I understand it correctly. The ad valorem is 45 per cent.
upon the lower grades of steel. Iwould be inclined to concur with the
Senator from New Jersey on 40 per cent. ad valorem.

But now let us look for a moment at the classification suggested by
the Senator from Ohio. From 4 cents to 7 cents the rate is 2 cents a
pound. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to
this, because it seems to me this proposition is not far from what is
just and fair to the steel industry. From 4 to 7 cents a pound in no
case can the ad valorem exceed 50 per cent., and if steel comes in at 7
cents a pound it is down to 29 per cent. ad valorem on the proposition
of the Senator from Ohio. Then take the class from 7 to 11 cents. The
Senator from Ohio has a duty of 2] cents a pound on that; the highest
ad valorem on that class is 39 per cent. Steel coming in 'at 7 cents a
pound is only 39 per cent. ad valorem, and at 11 cents a pound it is only
25 per cent. ad valorem. So with the class above 11 cents a pound; the
highest possible ad valorem duty is only 32 per cent. on that class of steel.

when you come to the scale of the Senator from Ohio it seems
to me a fair scale compared with the other items in this bill; but as to
the ad valorem of 45 per cent. on all steel under 4 cents a pound, 1
think I would follow the Senator from New Jersey and vote for 40 per
cent. instead.

Mr. McPHERSON. Inasmuch as objection is made tomaking a dis-
tinction between crucible steel and other kinds of steel below 5 centsa
pound, I am not going to press that part of the amendment, and there-
fore, by unanimous consent, I will withdraw that portion of my amend-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has the right to modify
his amendment.

Mr. McPHERSON. I can see that when you come below 5 cents a
pound it does not make much difference whether it is crucible steel or
by what process it is made, and therefore I withdraw that part of it.

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for a division of the question in order that
the Senate may vote understandingly. I ask for the yeas and nays on
the first proposition to change the classification.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ohio state what
division of the question he desires ?

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire aseparate vote on the first proposition,
which ¢ the classification from 4 cents fo 5 cents.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the first
proposition indicated by the Senator.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

Bteel ingots, tngots, blamns and slabs die blocks or blanks; billetsand
bars and ta or beveled bars; ooP. stripu, and sheets of all ga;:g:
and widths; plates of all thlckneanes and stemer. crank, and
shafts; wrist or crank g-rods an ; pressed,shea.
or sta.mped sha'pes, or gmnf:s or aheet. or plnta steel or wmbina&ion of steel
iron, punched or not swaged gun-molds, not
in bars; alloys used as substitubes for steel tmls nll descri lons a.uduln of

d loam, or iron molded steel castings. All of the above l.‘.lnsseso
not otherwise specially provided for in this act, valued at 5 cents a pound orless.
40 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. SHERMAN. My amendment is 4 and the Senator’s is 5 cents a
pound. I think the Senator will withdraw that classification, for I am
informed, though I have no knowledge of the value of these articles,
that 4 cents will cover every pound of the kind of steel that is described
in the original amendment, Bessemer and all the other kinds, and that 5
will enter on a class of steel that has always been fixed at a specific duty,
and therefore 4 is the proper dividing line; and unless the Senator has
better information than I have on the subject, I hope he will not insist
on making it 5.

Mr. McPHERSON. I shall not insist upon it, but I want the Sen-
ator from-Ohio to agree that the vote may be taken on my classification
all through without voting on each branch separately.

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer a vote on each separately.

Mr. McPHERSON. See how much easier and quicker we shall ar-
rive at a decision if the Senator from Ohio will permit my classification
to be voted upon as one question in lieu of his.
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Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer not. This is a very important matter,
and I prefer to vote separately.

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well.

Mr. BECK. Allow me to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. Is
there any such thing as a valuation of 4 cents either in the existinglaw
or in any other provision?

Mr. SHERMAN. No, noris5 ; there is no valuation under the ex-
isting law below 7 cents; but under the old condition of affairs when
that law was framed steel worth 7 cents a pound was, I suppose, con-
sidered a pretty low e of steel.

Mr. BECK. The Tariff Commission 5, and the Senate Fi-
nance Committee suggested 5, and we now hear of 4 for the first time,
do we not?

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Tariff Commission suggested 5 as the
grade of the crucible steel.

Mr. BECK. From 5 to 9.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator is mistaken in regard to it.
No one has ever put the classification of the cheap forms of Bessemer,
Biemens-Martin, and the basic process ‘at higher than 4. I suppose
that they range somewhere between 1 and 3, and that 4 is really the
proper standard. If there was any doubt about it I would not insist
upon it; but the information I have, not from interested parties, is that
4 coversall the classes made by the newly-invented processes. I think,
therefore, it is better to keep it at that.

Mr. BECK. That increases the rate $22.40 a ton on all valued be-
tween 4 and 5 cents a pound, without any suggestion from anybody
un#il now that it was the proper rate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first part of
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc-
PaERsoN], upon which the yeas and nays have been called for.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the remainder of the amend-
ment of the Senator from New Jersey read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the remain-
der of the amendment of the Senator from New Jemay.

Mr. ALLISON, Beyond the point where the ‘4" is stricken out
and ‘57’ inserted.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

Above 5 cents a pound and notabove 9cents, 2} cents per pound; valued above
9 eents, 3} cents per pound.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
first part of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc-
PHERSON] to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAXN].

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded fo call the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Benator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMEROXN].

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRIZON ], who has been called away by
sickness in his family. If he were present, I should vote ‘“‘yea’’ on
this amendment. I do not know how he would vote. If any of his
friends know that he would vote that way, I shall vote, but I will not
vote for the present.

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this vote I am paired
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KErrLogG]. If he were here, I
should vote ‘‘yea.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. MAXEY. TheSenatorfrom Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is paired
with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS]. If present, the Sena-
tor from Arkansas would vote **yea.”

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAR-
RoW]. If he were present, I should vote ““nay.”

Mr, SBAULSBURY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am
i)aired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. When I voted

did not know that he was absent. I withdraw my vote. I do not
know how he would vote.

Mr. McDILL. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
LAMAR]. If he were here, I think I should vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired
with the Senator from New York [Mr. LapHAM]. I voted inadvert-
ently, not noticing that he was out of the Chamber. I withdraw my
vote.

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 19; as follows:

YEAS—33.
Beck, Groome, Jonas, Vance,
Call, Grover, Jones of Florida, Van Wyck,
Camden, Hampton, McPherson, Vest,
Coke, Harris, xey, Voorhees,
Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Pendleton, Williams,
Dawes, Hoar, tt, Windom.
Farley, Ingalis, Plumb,
George, Jackson, Pugh,
Gorman, Johnston, Ransom,

NAYS—19,
Aldrich, Fr{e, McMillan, i
Allison, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sewell,
Anthony, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sherman,
Cameron of Wis,, Joneaof Nevada, Mitchell, Tabor.
Conger, Logan, Morrill,

ABSENT-—24.
- R SR
o " '
Blair, Edmunds, m:g"g Saunders,
Brown, Fair, Lapham, Sawyer,
Butler, Ferry, MeDill, Slater,
Cameron of Pa., Garland, one, Walker.

Sothefirst branch of the amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the remainder of
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON].

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a further division, and call for the yeas
and nays. I want a division as to the rate per cent., whether 45 or 40.
The proposition I made was 45 per cent. The Senator from New Jer-
sey proposes 40. I want a yea-and-nay vote on that question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio demands a
further division of the question, so that the question will be on that
part of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey which proposes
to strike out ‘‘45’* and insert 40’ before ‘‘per cent. ad valorem,’”
and on that demands the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BECK. I propose to vote for this proposition, because 40 per
cent. is about the average rate of tax npon many of the goods which
are enumerated, because I believe nine-tenths of the items in the par-
agraph now pay about that rate. Here we have—

Bands, hoops, strips, and sheets of all and widths; plates of all thick-
neesea‘;:'ndwﬁlhs. ﬂmmkmdog:rmm; wristor%rm;.;pins,&c, y

And going through with what are now in the paragraph unenumer-
ated aré?:les, some of which now pay 30, some 40, some 45 per cent.
under existing law, therefore 40 per cent. will be about the average.
I think 40 is much too high, yet it is better than 45, and for that rea-
son I propose to vote for it.

I am now advised that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL],
who speaks in a low tone of voice, a short time since made a speech in
which he said in substance (though I did not hear him and have not
seen the RECORD) that my malignity toward manufacturing establish-
ments was so great that if I saw coal-oil poured over one, with the torch
about to be applied, I wounld approve it, or if I were called as a witness
would avoid appearing to tell the truth next morning. Am I correct?
Because if I am I desire to characterize that as absolutely untrue and
as a very malicious statement.

Mr. MORRILL. Mxy. President, I will state what I did say.

Mr, BECK. I should like to hear it.

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Kentucky has frequently charged
upon the Tariff Commission all sorts of iniquity, as wanting in good
faith, and even upon some members of the Committee on Finance; and
his opposition has been so fierce and so angry I may say, almost from
the start, that I did say that I thought the Senator has as much hos-
tility as John Randolph had, who would go a mile to kick a sheep, and
I did not know but that if he were to see petrolenm poured upon a fac-
tory and he was the only witness he wounld forget it before the next
morning.

Mr. BECK. I repeat now what I said, that thatisa malicious state-
ment and is absolutely untrue. I have ghown no malice against any
manufacturing establishment or nfg:na;i.nstthe manufacturers of this coun-
try. I voted, when the Senator from Massachusetts songht to reduce
the tax on Russian iron from 2} to 2 cents, against him, becaunse I
thought it was too low. When Senators sonught to bring in machinery
at 10 per cent. or lower rates, I voted againstit, thinking that too low.
I have sought to bring down no tax below the point where I believed
the manufacturers of this country could live and manufacture their
goods. And when the Senator from Vermont malkes a speech of that
sort I intend to be inside of parliamentary rules, and just barely inside
of them, by denouncing it in every form that parliamentary law will
allow, and if I was outside of the Senate I would denounce it in still
more vigorous terms.

I have endeavored honestly and earnestly to passa bill under which
the people of this country can manufacture all classes of goods. Iam
seeking to pass a bill whereby the consumers of these goodsin this coun-
try will be able to obtain them at reasonable rates, and at the same time
one that will enable the men who have to send their corn, their wheat,
their bacon, their cotton, their petrolenm, their everything to forcign
markets shall not be deprived of the right of buying what they musé
have, or be taxed for doing so beyond the point requisite for the wants of
the Government in raising its necessary revenue, and that the men of
this country who have even been induced to build up their manufact-
uring establishments under a false system shall not be severely cut
down or injured because of the delusion that protection protects.

‘When we were told that we were going to reduce this tariff at least
20 per cent., and when in the varied schedules we have increased in-
stead of reduced, and when all the statements made by the Senator
from Vermont as to the reduction on cotton goods and as to the redunction
on many other things have been proven to be wholly delusive on the
floor of the Senate by careful ealeulation, it ill becomes him to rise
here and make such insinuations and denunciations of my counrse be-
cause I have sought in good faith to bring down taxation under this
tariff somewhere near the point where the Tariff Commission eaid it
should be, and to what it is conceded it ought to be bronght.
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When I say I shall votefor 40 per cent. instead of 45, I do not mean
to be nnderstood as seeking to destroy any manufacture. I have im-
puted no bad motives to any man on this floor. The Senator from
Vermont has abandoned the bill he himself reported time and again
and voted for increases of all sorts, and I have found no fault with it.
Sinece the bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole he has
hardly done anything else than seek to undo the work of his commit-
tee. He has rifen in his place over and over again and talked about
the time I have consumed, when he took an hour and three-quarters
to deliveran old speech against the Japanese fund that had no more to
do with actual business than the man in the moon, and then voted for
the very thing he had denounced, and when it became important to
adjourn in the evening, when it suited him orhis friends to go to some
entertainment that they liked, he could adjourn, but when it did not
suit them, if any of us moved to adjourn at 9, 10, or 11 o’clock at night
he talked about our consuming time and seeking to delay the passage
of his bill; now under the pretense that his committee acted on this
matter last Saturday morning, when his committee had no right to
look at it at all, and when the objection was made on Friday night by
me that the committee should not take it, and he conceded that the
committee had nothing to do with it, he had to state that I was absent
when they were considering it.

I have acted in absolute good faith. I told the committee in com-
mittee, out of committee, and on the floor of the Senate that I desired
and I wish to be met by fair arguments. If I have been voting to tax
anything at too low a rate it was theduty of Senators on the other side
to show wherein I waswrong. I have made no tarifl’ speech on general
principles. T have consumed no unnecessary time at this session. I
have been urged over and over again by gentlemen on this side of the
Chamber who had not the same opportunity I had of knowing the facts
in detail as we approached schedule byschedule to givethem my views
so they could vote intelligently; indeed many gentlemen here told me
it was my duty to do so, and I have spoken on this floor at their request
in order to inform them, because they had neither the time nor the op-
portunity to look into the details as I had; yet when I have acted in
ahsolute good faith and I am told that I would like to see the manu-
facturing establishments of this country destroyed, and would absent
myself from committee rather than tell the truth about it, it is a little
more than I care to bear without resenting it in whatever way I can
in a parliamentary manner.

The SBenator from Vermont has a right to his own opinions. I have
a right to mine. He will fail to find from the beginning of this debate
to the end of it, either at the last session or in the present session, that
I have attributed to him any bad motives or that I have failed to com-
ply with all duties that he as chairman of the committee had a right
to require me to comply with. I have been frank and open in all my
avowals and in expressing my opinion and giving my reasons for so.
doing. That is all I care to say.

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am willing to say that I think the
last expression that I made was rather rough and perhaps undeserved
by the Senator from Kentucky; but I submit to the judgment of the
Senate if the Senator from Kentucky has not from first to last exhibited
almost an angry feeling whenever anything was said by this side of the
Chamber in behalf of any industry, and if he has not rejected all in-
formation and testimony in relation to manufactures and accepted only
such as he received from importers or from some other source.

From my boyhood I was edueated by such Senators as used to come
here from Kentucky; by Clay and Crittenden and other Senators from
the South; such men as Mangum and Berrien, Bell and Stephens, and
I may say by John M. Botts, when a majority of the South was repre-
sented here by protective-tariff men. Then I was in the habit of read-
ing of something like fair play in relation to this subject, but from the

inning of the consideration of this bill by the Senator from Ken-
tucky I do not know that he has adhered to hardly a single propesition
made by the Committee on Finance. He has felt himself at liberty to
propose reductions from the beginning to the end of the bill. Insome
instances, as I avowed I would at the outsetif I found there was alarge
industry going to destruetion or being unduly oppressed by the reduc-
tions made, I would readily change my vote and go for a larger figure.

Now, I think I have said all that is necessary to be said on this sub-
ject, and I prefer to have a vote to even my own talk or that of the Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

Mr. McPHERSOXN. I only rise to call the attention of the Senate
to one fact: The amendment I have offered is upon a well-regn-
Iated and well-adjusted grade. If you disturb this 40 per cent. ad
valorem which I have proposed as an amendment tothe proposition of
the Senator from Ohio, it will require perhaps different alterations in
my amendment which I hope will not be deemed necessary. I wishto
say still further—I declare it openly and I charge it boldly, I care not
which side of the Chamber it hits—that with only a few hours leftus,
as we were informed by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, that can be devoted to this bill, if we now neglect to accept
this fair and reasonable compromise, the side of the Chamber that re-
fuses it, in my opinion, does not desire tariff’ revision or legislation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that part of the
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the

Senator from Ohio which changes 45 per cent. ad valorem to 40 per

cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. This amendment as well as the others proposed,
has not been brought to my attention. I have no knowledge of this
subject except what I have obtained this morning. Therefore, so far as
Tam concerned, I am entirely unsable to form a judgment upon the pend-
ing propositions. I am, however, settled in my conviction that itis my
duty to oppose the bill as it now stands in the Senate with whatever
force I can exercise, and that in obedience to the public opinion which
prevails in my State. I shall vote for the amendments proposed by the
Senator from Ohio, as I understand they are improvements upon the
rates fixed by the action of the Senate. Not desiring to defain the Sen-
ate, feeling the force of the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, I
will say in justice to myself and my people, so far as I know my own
feeling and their wish, that desiring that there shall be a revision of the
tariff upon a basis of fair rates I shall postpone whatever I may have to
say in relation to the bill as it now stands until some future time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on theamendment of
the Senator from New Jersey, striking out ‘‘ 45’ and inserting *‘40,”
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

The Acting Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MAXEY (when Mr. GARLAND’S name was called). The Sena-
tor from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is paired with the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Epauxps]. If the Senator from Arkansas were not
paired he would vote *‘ yea.’

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). T am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM].

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called).

I am paired with
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER].

If he were here, I should

vote ‘‘yea.”’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). I am paired with
the Senator from ia [Mr. BARROW], and withdraw my vote.

Mr. COCKRELL. As announced on the previous vote, I am paired™
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. I make the an-
nouncement for the day.

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 19; as follows:

YEAS-37.
Allison, Gorman, Jonesof Florida, Slater,
Beck, Groomse, MeDill, Vance,
Call, Grover, McMillan, Van Wyck,
Camden, Hampton, MePherson, Vest,
Coke, Harris, axey, Walker,
Davis of I11.. Hoar, Miller of Cal., Williama,
Davisof W. Va., Ingalls, Pendlet ind
Dawes, Jackson, Plumb,
Farley, Johnston, Pugh,
George, Jonas, Ransom,

NAYS—19,
Aldrich, Hale, Logan, Rollins,
Anthony, Hawley, Millerof N. Y., Sewell,
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, Sherman,
Conger, Jonesof Nevada, Morrill, Tabor.
Frye, Kellogg, Platt,

ABSENT—20.

Barrow, g:eul:;r?? of Pa., l(’}{arln‘nd, al;omn.
Bayard, ell, arrison, ulsbury,
Blair, Edmunds, Lamar, SBaunders,
Brown, Fair, Lapham, Sawyer,
Butler, Ferry, Mahone, Voorhees.

So the next branch of the amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CONGER. Is it proper now to offer an amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the last clause
of the amendmeént of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]
to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. .

Mr. CONGER. I will wait until this amendment is disposed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the last clanse of
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of
the Senator from Ohio.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Ohio as amended on the motion of the Sena-
tor from New Jersey.

Mr. ALLISON. Iwish to insert after the word ‘‘slabs,’ in the first
line of the amendment, the words ‘‘by whatever process made."’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to ask the Senator
from Iowa whether this particular clause interferes with the amend-
ment that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] wants reserved ?

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from West Virginia that
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware is on a different point.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I knew there was some amendment
he wanted to propose. y

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of
the Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amendment,

Mr. BECK. There was an amendment suggested by the Senator
from Iowa on Saturday to limit this clause. Idesire to hear the amend-
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ment read again. I desire that bands, strips, and sheets of iron and
other things shall not by possibility be included in this amendment.
Mr. ALLISON. I do not think they are covered by it.
The Acting Secretary read as follows:
All descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded steel castings;

all of the above classes of steel not otherwise specially provided for in this act,
valued, &e.

Mr. BECK. Can that mean that these bands and hoops may be of
iron or steel?

Mr. ALLISON. All in this paragraph relates to steel. Itisin-
tended to have this paragraph apply to steel alone. I think it is clear
as it is.

Mr. BECK. Where the semicolon comes in they seem to be sepa-
rate— ‘' bands, hoops, strips, and sheets of all gauges and widths.”

Mr. ALLISON. These are all of steel; nothing but steel is covered
by the paragraph.

Mr. BECK. Very well; if the language is plain enough to confine it
to this paragraph it is all I care. ‘

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISOX] to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion recurs on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as amended by the Sen-
ate.

Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered.

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment be reported.
£e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will be

The ACTING SECRETARY. Strike ont from line 724——

Mr. COCKRELL. One question. What was done with the amend-
ment of the Senator from Iowa?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was agreed to.

# Mr. COCKRELL. Then the question is upon the amendment as
amended by his amendment. Now let it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend-
ment as amended.

The AcTING SECRETARY. The amendment is to strike out from
line 724 to line 740 and insert in lien thereof:

Steel ingots, ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whntevez‘fmoess made ;
die-blocks or blanks; billets and bars, and tapered or beveled bars; bands,
hoops, strips, and sheets of all ;?euges and widths; plates of all thicknesses and
widths; steamer, crank, and other shafts; wrist or ins; connecting-rods
and piston-rods; pressed, sheared or stamped shapes, or blanks of sheet or plate
steel, or combination of steel and iron, punched ognot punched; hammer-molds
or swaged steel; gun-molds, not in 'bm-s; alloys used as substitutes for steel
tools; all descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron-molded steel cast-
ings, all of the above classes of steel not otherwise ially provided forin this
act valued at 5 cents a pound or less, 40 per cent. ad valorem; above 5 cents a

und and not above 9 cents, 2} cents per pound ; valued above 9 cents per pound,
ﬁ)mnm per pound.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BARrROW]. If he were pres-
ent, I shounld vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. I would vote ““yea.”

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the
f‘:"enato’t;from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. If he were here, I should vote

nay.

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were here, Ishould
vote ‘‘nay.”’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
HArrisoN]. If he were present, I should vote *‘nay.’”’

The result was announced—jyeas 30, nays 28; as follows:

YEAS—30.
Aldrich, Hale, mn, Plumb,
Allison, Hawley, illan, Rollins,
Ant : Hill, McPherson, Sewell,
. eron of Wis.,, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Sherman,
Conger, Ingalls, Millerof N, Y., Tabor,
Davis of Il1., Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, Windom.
Dawes, Kellogg, Morrill,
Frye, Lapham, Platt,
NAYS—28,
Beck, Gorman, Jonas, Slater,
“Call, Groome, Jones of Florida, Vance,
‘Camden, Grover, Maxey, Van Wyck,
“Coke, Ha:gton. Morgan, Vi
Davis of W. Va,, Harris, Pendleton, Voorhees,
Farley, Jackson, h, Walker,
“George, Johnston, Ransom, Williams.
ABSENT—I18.
‘Barrow, Cameron of Pa., Garland, Saulsbury,
Bayard, Cockrell, Harrison, Saunders,
Blair, Edmunds, Lamar, Sawyer.
rown, ir, MeDill,
Butler, Ferry, Mahone,

So the amendment was agreed to.
Mr. SHERMAN. In order to carry out the purpose of the amend-

ment, I now move to strike out—I suppose that will be done without

objection—line 573 to 581. That is the first clause in regard to steel,

which is now superseded by the amendment just adopted, or perhaps

it was included in the motion already made. Perhaps it was included

.iIn my original motion, but I do not know whetherit is so entered on the
ournal.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator
from Ohio as first moving to strike out the lines indicated by him and
some additional lines, but afterward to change his amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. Are the words I refer to in the bill now, or out?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are in the bill; but the Chair
would hold that the amendment of the Senator from Ohio as he now
puts it is not in order because it proposes to strike out identically the
words and no other words than those that have been inserted.

Mr. SHERMAN, I supposed there would be no objection toit; oth-
erwise I should have insisted on my first motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent to the
striking out of the words indicated by the Senator from Ohio from line
573 to line 581, inclusive?

Mr. COCKRELL. ILet the lines be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be reported.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

billets, and slabs, made by

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, a
I ie, Th {iilchrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, o earth, or by any
other process except the erucible process, and not ex ing in value 2 cents pe;
poun

five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; exmedinfz cents and not ex

cents per pound in value,1cent per pound; andall such steel exceeding in value
5 cents pfr pound shall pay the rates of duty prescribed in this act for crucible
cast-steel.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ment?

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of striking it out?

Mr. SHERMAN. It is embodied in the amendment already adopt-
ed; the same words. If is all put in one clause.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection to striking out the
language indicated? The Chair hears none, and it is stricken out.

Mr. SHERMAN. In line 802 I move to insert ‘‘40,”’ according to
the vote of the Senate. That is against my judgment, but I wish to
make it conform to the amendment already adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
Ohio will be reported.

The ACTING SECRETARY. Inline802it is proposed to strike out *“ 30"
and insert **40 ;" so as to read :

Steelnot specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valo-
Tem.

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order on that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken.

Mr. SHERMAN. I then move merely to strike out the clanse,and I
shall insert it in other words in the proper place, because that is really
embodied in the amendment that has been adopted.

Mr. BECK. I begpardon; it is no such thing. I do not know why
the Senator from Ohio says that.

Mr. COCKRELL. I shounld like to know, if it has already been
adopted, why the Senator wants to let it remain and increase it 10 per
cent. That is significant.

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa matter of course a vote of the Senate will
have to be had on it just as on the other.

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Ohio explain why he made the
remark that the change he proposes had been adopted substantially ?

Mr. SHERMAN. That is one of the clauses included in the original
proposition. It is not so entered. I therefore move to strike out the
words “‘steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30
per cent. ad valorem.”’ And if that is adopted I shall propose to insert
the clause at the end of the steel clauses, fixing the rate at 40 per cent.
ad valorem. I submit the motion to strike out and to insert the form
of words I indicated at the close of the steel clauses. That motion will
be in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think so.

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the substance of what has been put in there,
and I think the point of order lies against it clearly.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will move to strike it out and then we
shall fix it afterward. If a majority of the Senate are in favor of it
we can insert it in another place.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Ohie
to strike out lines 801 and 802, and including the words ‘‘ad valorem?
in line 803, the Chair thinks is in order; but to put the motion in the
form the Senator indicated, to strike out that langunage and then to re-
‘insert the same lan , changing the 30 per cent. to 40 per cent. ad
valorem, the Chair does not think would be in order. The motion to
strike out a part of the original text, with the amendment made to it
by the Senate, the Chair holds to be in order.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Chair whether it would be in order
to strike out *‘30 per cent. ad valorem " and insert ‘‘ 3 centsa pound ?”’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think it would.
Thirty per cent. ad valorem was reserved in Committee of the Whole
and has been agreed to'in the Senate. It was an amendment reserved.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move to strike out the two lines.

Is there objection to this amend-
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Mr. HOAR. Is thequestion whetherthe identical thing be stricken
out a question of substance or of words? ey

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would think it is a ques-
tion of both substance and words.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can say ‘‘not especially herein provided
for,”’ or any frame of words of that kind can be put in, instead of
‘‘ enumerated.’’

Mr. FRYE. And leave out the words ‘‘in this act.”

Mr. HOAR. And leave out ‘‘ in this act.”

Mr. SHERMAN. I will put it in that way. I donot care anything
about the form. I never regard form. It is easy enongh to avoid
forms if a majority of the Senate want to doit. Thereis no trouble in
a dozen ways in doing it. I will therefore substitute in place of the
words proposed to be stricken out other words, so as to read:

Steel not specifically enumerated or provided for.

Mr. HOAR. I suggest ‘‘not specifically described or provided for
herein."’

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘‘Steel not specifically enumerated or provided
for herein, 40 per cent. ad valorem.”’
Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘Herein,” accordingto the decisions of the courts,

wonld confine it to that clause or section.

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order on that, of course.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio.

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in
line 801, the following words:

Steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va-

And to insert:
Bteel not specially enumerated or provided for herein, 40 per cent. ad valorem,

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘‘herein’’ might be a word of limita~
tion. I do not wish to do anythingindirectly. I therefore will confine
my motion at present to moving to strike out these two lines, and I

pose afterward to conform them to the action of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed to be stricken
out will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. If is proposed to strike out, beginning in
line 801, the following words:
hStee.l not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va-

Trelm.

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the pointof orderonthat. It is certainly
not the rule that the Senate may omit ‘‘specially ”’ and ‘‘in this act,”’
which have no meaning without restriction, and then undertake to
strike it out. As I understand, the amendment is to strike out *‘steel
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va-
lorem,’’ and to insert another form of words.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is to strike out, and
not to insert anything. ‘

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the amendment was to strike out and
insert.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such was the snggestion, but it was
modified.

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Ohio moves simply to
strike out ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He moves to strike out the clause,

Mr. SHERMAN. With a view afterward to insert the clause.

Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair, I believe, has ruled on that already.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Ohio to strike out lines 801 and 802,
and a part of line 803 to the words ‘‘ad valorem.”’

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on that.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Ohio was pleased to say a little while
ago that 40 per cent. was substantially agreed to in regard to this par-
agraph, if I understood him correctly in the midst of the confusion. I
desired then to know the reason he had for making that assertion. We
have had no vote upon this question as to articles not enumerated, in-
deed, on nothing pertaining to it, nothing looking in the direction of
changing what the committee and the Scnate had done in regard to
steel not otherwise enumerated. We have been dealing with cogged
ingots, blooms, and slabs made under all sorts of processes, with the
crucible cast-steel paragraph and the variety of things that were sought
to be changed from specific to ad valorem rates; it has been simply a
question whether we preferred the ad valorem of 40 per cent. to a num-
ber of specific duties that had been imposed, to wit, five-tenths of a
cent a pound in one class and 2 cents in another, and so on.

The change of classification sought by the first amendment of the
Benator from Ohio in regard to crucible steel had no connection at all
with ‘‘steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act.”? It
was for that reason I asked why it was intimated by him that the Sen-
ate had already substantially agreed to 40 per cent. on this paragraph.
The Senate has not even looked at it. The law under which we are
now living provides for steel not specially enumerated or provided for
30 per cent. ad valorem, and all the manufacturers who had been liv-

ing under the present law from the time it was enacted in 1861, and
increased in 1863 and 1867, up to the present time, at the time the pres-
ent law was passed, when the tax on steel not otherwise enumerated
was fixed at 30 per cent., they were paying income taxes; they were
paying 5 per cent. upon their manufactures; they were bearing all the
burdens of internal-revenue taxation, all of which was removed from
them fifteen years ago. A tariff commission was appointed to reduce
taxes, and that tariff commission reported that the abnormal war taxes
ought to be greatly reduced, and that they had reduced them from 10,
from 20, from 30, and from 40 per cent. ad valorem, and in many in-
stances up to 50 per cent.

1 suppose even the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL] will not -
claim that I am seeking to destroy any factory either with kerosene oil
or by avoiding to tell who did it, if the present law is sought to be re-
tained as to all the unenumerated articles of steel, especially after the
burdens have been removed of income taxes, of taxes upon manufactures,
upon licenses, and all the thousand burdens that were subjected to in-
ternal taxes, as we do not ask to reduce the present bounty but seek
only to allow it to remain as it is.

Now, the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is to increase the pres-
ent tax 33} per cent. above the present law, or from 50 to 40 per cent.
ad valorem, and I suppose we areall to be told that instead of reducing
taxes, nnless we impose 33} per cent. additional burdensupon the peo-
ple for the benefit of the great iron-masters of the country we are going.
to close their establishments, although for twenty years they not only
have been content with that rate but have agreed that they could sub-
mit to a large reduction on present rates.

It was for that reason I desired that the yeas and nays should be
called, and it was for that reason that I asked the Senator from Ohio
what authority he had for saying that we had substantially settled the
unenumerated articles of steel at 40 per cent. by any vote we had given
when we were simply seeking to get clear of specifics based upon ad
valorems in two clauses relating to steel that had no connection with the
unenumerated articles of steel. I do not want any misunderstanding
about this matter. It is aproposition to increase the present tariff tax-
ation 33} per cent., and there is nothing else in it.

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me-
for a moment ?

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir.

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand the Senator to say that the judg-
mentof the Senate hasnot been pronounced upon a certain steel schedule
in which it has cast a vote in favor of 40 per cent. ad valorem. All
other steel not enumerated in this act under the bill as it now stands, I
believe, is 30 per cent. ad valorem. I want to ask the Senator fromu
Kentucky if steel of the same quality—exactly the same steel—should
assume a form that it would not come in under the enumeration, why
that steel should come in at a less rate of duty than the steel specially
enumerated? In other words, a bloom, an ingot, a billet, has acertain
form and it may be of a certain quality. Suppose another article of
steel not of the same form, and it need not necessarily be of the same
form, but of the same quality would not come under that particular
designation, does the Senator propose to let thatarticleof stecl, because
it does not exactly correspond with the described article, comeinat 10
per cent. less? Is that the idea?

Mr. BECK. The idea is, as I understand it, that it was better {o-
provide for the products of these new processes, the Bessemer, Siemens-
Martin, Thomas-Gilchrist, and others, up to a certain rate, 40 per cent.
ad valorem, than to have a valuation of five-tenths of 1 cent a pound,
or to have specifics based upon ad valorems as they rise in value, and as-
to the lower grades that it was better to have an ad valorem of a cer-
tain rate; but the Senator will see that in the amendment he offered it
is ad valorem up to 5 cents a pound, and then specific based upon ad
valorem, and above another point which has no sort of connection with
steel not specially enumerated. Some of the articles that we have
enumerated may, indeed do, come in now below 30 per cent. ad valo-
rem, and the idea is upon all those articles not otherwise enumerated
not to increase the present taxes, but to allow them to eome in now as
they always have done, at 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Senator’s idea of a just average both
of ad valorem and specific will be below 40 per cent.

Mr. BECK. It may or may not; I donot know. No man can tell
under spesific duties what itis, 'We have allowed, for example, at the
end of this schedule all manufactures not specially enumerated com-
posed of steel, iron, copper, or zine, or anything else, 35 per cent. ad
valorem. Even many of the iron manufactured articles are at 35 per
cent. now, and the steel not specially enumerated under the present
layw is allowed to come inat 30 percent. I propose that it shall remain.
there. I do not propose to increase taxes.

Mr, McPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky will not fail to no-
tice that while we have made a certain kind of steel valned at less than
5 cents a pound subject to a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem, we have-
made another quality of steel subject to a duty of 2} cents a pound,
and we have made another and a higher quality of steel subject to &
duty of 3} cents a pound; and if the average of those qualities spe-
cially enumerated provided for in the comprehensive amendment offered
by the Senator from Ohio will come in at less than 40 per cent. ad va-
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lorem, then I will say there is some force to the objection of the Sena-
tor from Kentucky.

Mr. BECK. Does not the Senator understand very well that under
the provision as to 11 cents and over, one of his amendments, whenever
steel is imported worth 12 or 13 cents a pound, 3 or 3} cents a pound
is less than 53 per cent.—yes, less than 30 per cent.? Everything has
been enumerated that human ingenuity could possibly find out or name.
All we desire is that it shall remain as it is under the existing law, that
steel in any other form shall remain as it is now, and that the tax upon
it shall not be increased.

Mr. McPHERSON. But you propose to pay a premium for invent-
ive genius on the other side to devise some way to get in steel here not
specially enumerated.

Mr. BECK. I propose o give the people of this country who have
to sell a large portion of what they raise on their farms abroad, cer-
tainly 70 cent. of all their cotton, 40 per cent. of all their wheat,
and certainly half of their bacon, a right to buy what they need at
something like a decent rate; and when it is known, as the tablesshow,
that the value of all the labor in all the iron and steel works in this
country is under 20 per cent. of the value of the product, surely 30

cent. tax upon the man who seeks to invest the proceeds of what

e has sold in something he must have, being 10 per cent. more than
all the labor paid by the manufacturers, yes, 15 per cent. more, ought
to be enough bounty on things that have not been found out so as to
tax them specifically. There are very many things in the bill that are
under 30 per cent. as well as articles enumerated. I can turn tothem
by the dozen, but I do not care to do that. For example:

Mill-iron and mill-cranks of wrought iron, and wrought iron for ships, steam-
engines and locomotives, or parts thereof, weighing each twenty-five pounds or
more, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

So with many other things. AllI ask is why the present duty should
be inereased upon those unenumerated articles when everything hasbeen

senumerated that was thought to need protection? Wherever a man
could be found who had anything that he desired to have named at the
highest price, he claimed all he could for it and has generally got it. I
only seek to have the present rate of taxation retained as tothese thi

Mr. SHERMAN. I a?m repeat that the Senate by the vote y
taken substantially decided this question. It is not to be presumed,
I say, in behalf of the Senate and its honor that the Senate will so frame
a tariff bill as to invitea constant fraud and evasion of it. When the
Senate decided that 40 per cent. ad valorem on steel was a fair and rea-
sonablerate, whether for revenue or protection, they meant it to apply to
all forms of steel, by whatever process made or by whatever name known.
‘Why should not they apply to any form of steel? 'What reason should be
given why a lower rate of duty should be put upon steel that may
be christened by a new name so that it may be allowed to come in
at a lower rate of duty? If you invite this evasion of the law, peo-
ple who malke steel in Scotland will call some new article, some new
brand of manufacture, a Scotch blast instead of a bloom. They evaded
the old law by calling a new form of steel a bloom instead of a billet,
a bar instead of a rod, and in that way evaded the tariff law.

It follows as a matter of course, if we intend to be fair and right, that
a corresponding duty should be put upon all forms of steel, and that no
temptation should be held out to foreign manufacturers to evade the
laws of the United States by the invention of a new name. To show
that my proposition, or the proposition which I intend to make as a
substitute, does not include this, I call the attention of the Senate to
this matter. The Finance Committee reported on all articles of steel
not enumerated a duty of 3 cents a pound. That was the provision
in the bill as it was reported to us. I may say if we were at liberty to
talk about it that the Senator from Kentucky agreed to it, because it
was reported just as the rest of it, at 3 cents a pound.

Mr. BECK. I opposed the bill in the beginning, and avowed that
unless it was materially changed I never would vote for it. The Sena-
tor from Ohio has a wonderful faculty for forgetting.

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky is alone of
all members of the Senate at liberty to change what has been proposed.
I suppose that he has a monopoly, and it is a right which he has that
he can propose amendments because he was opposed to everything. So
he was, and I say that if the Senator could make a bill he would make
a free-trade hill, judging him by the standard he has proposed.

I want to show that this does not increase the present duty. We
have got under the present law an importation of $5,744,5612 worth of
steel imported under this clause ‘‘steel in any form not otherwise
enumerated.”” The duty collected on that steel was $1,723,353, and
the Finance Committee reported as part of the provisions of this bill
that all nnenumerated kinds of steel should be taxed at the rate of 3
cents per pound. I do not care which of theseis adopted. Itought to
be either 40 per cent. ad valorem, the same rate that the Senate hasby
a vote fixed npon other forms of steel, or it ought to be put. as it wounld
be better to put it, at a specific rate, so that it would completely cover
all forms of steel hereafter devised. We should not invite fraud; we
should not seek to make evasions of the law or frame our laws so that
any ingenious man, not an inventor, but a foreign manufacturer, a for-
eign producer, working in foreign countries, should ride through and
disregard our laws, If we are to have 40 per cent. let it apply to all

steel; but I prefer, as in the amendment that I shall offer, to fall back
upon the report of the committee and say 3 cents a pound, which is the -
exact equivalent of the present duty now levied by law.

As a matter of course these newly-invented forms are sometimes of a
higher value, but still wishing to make a general specific rate apply to
all, if these words are stricken out, and they plainly ought to beaccord-
ing to the vote just taken, I will move to substitute the clause with 3
cents a pound added, precisely as reported from the Committee on Fi- *
nance, and that will make no increase of the present rate of duty and
there can be no pretense of increase, because it will be exactly the rate
at which these articles to the extent of $£5,000,000 worth have been im-
ported under the present law.

I hope, therefore, that the amendment will be agreed to. I under-
stood this amendment, as in substance embraced, not in words, because -
I knew that changes would have to be made afterward, as was stated,
but in substance really acted upon.

Mr. COCKRELL. How much would this clause cover? What was
the impo;ta!;ion of the past two years covered by the clause you desire
to insert

Mr. SHERMAN. We have covered by the clause that has been.
adopted all forms of steel now known, but there may be new devices.
The Senator himself may see that some ingenious manufacturer may
call an article not a bloom.

Mr. COCKRELL. Hereisthepoint: How much was covered by this
sweeping clause that you propose now to insert during the past year?
How much were the importations nnder that ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Five million seven hundred and forty-four thou-
sand five hundred and twelve dollars’ worth; but the Senator must
remember that the old clause provided for steel in any form not other-
wise provided for, while the pending measure provides for all the articles
tl}gtedarfe known to have come in under that clause not otherwise pro-
i or.

Mr. COCKRELL. In the old law there were other provisions be-
sides that? That was not the only provision that referred to steel ?

Mr. SHERMAN. But they evaded those.

Mr. COCKRELL. In the old law did they not cover all the known
forms of steel at the time the act was passed and put that in as asaving
clause just as you are doing now?

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely as we are doing now, but that very pro-
vision was evaded. The duties pointed out by the ing law did not
happen to include steel blooms and did not include steel I read
a while ago the provisions of the old law.

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe it did not catch cotton-ties; did it?

Mr. SHERMAN. It was said not to include cotton-ties; but cotton-
ties form a manufactured article that came in at a different rate, and
we have made a ific rate.

Mr. COCKRELL. How was it with barbed wire or that clanse?

Mr. SHERMAN. Itdidso. They evaded thelawin to that-
S0 fa.t;das steel was concerned; but blooms were the article that was in-
vented.

Mr. President, we ought to make thelaws uniform. Itseems to me
it can not be made plainer unless Senators want to put a lower rate of
dufy on non-enumerated articles in order to invite just the evasions
that were made before.

I was about to say in regard to cotton-ties that, though I may be-
mistaken, it seems to me if I belonged to that side of the Chamber I
would not ask for a diserimination to be made in favor of an industry
of my part of the country. I have not in any case desired to frame a-
law so as to give my State or my section an advantage, and I do not
think the cotton-tie clause, although it was yielded by the Senator
from Vermont, is defensible on that ground. I think it ought to be:
covered by the general provisions of the existing law; but I do not
propose to renew that contest.

1 do not believe it is right in a tariff lJaw to frame laws expressly to-
favor particular sections. I say that in this bill throughout the section
of country from which the Senators who vote against the bill come is
uniformly diseriminated in favor of, and no more than in the cotton-tie
clause. It ought not to be done; it ought not to have been done. It
ought to have been subject to the same general law; but that has noth-
ing to do with this clause. That is already provided for.

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will remember that there isa
littleiron in Missouri as well as in Ohio. We have got enough iron in
Missouri to supply the world and leave Ohio entirely out.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and I say not only to the Senator but to the
people of Missouri that if Missouri and Tennessee and Alabama would
stand by the principle of protection to American industry their mount-
ains of iron planted by God, there to be worked by man, would soon
be actively used in manufactures, There are now millions of dollars
of capital waiting to develop those mines,

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to ask him what would
become of our cotton-fields and our other agricultural pursuits?

Mr. SHERMAN. Your cotton-fields would be doubled in value. If
you would plant there in the valleys of Alabama, along the hillsides,
where you have abundance of coal and lime and iron ore standing side by
side often, instead of discouraging the development of that industry, you
wonld give employment to new laborers who would go there to develop
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your wealth; your cotton would be improved in value, manufactories
would spring up alongside of the cotton-fields in every large town of the
South, and would convert your cottoninto yarn, thus doubling its value
toyour people. The first operation of the cotton manufacture changing
the raw fiber, which is the work of agricultural labor, into the first proc-
ess of manufacture, would douhle your cotton crop. TInstead of that
you are content to send thegreat massof your 6,000,000 bales of cotton
to o foreign land to be there converted into yarn, and then brought
back here.

If the principle of protection should be sustained and maintained in
behalf of the Southern States, according to the principles of Mr. Berrien
and the other great men whom my friend from Vermont mentioned,
youwould have cotton yarn produced there, and in time you would have
cotton cloth produced there, and then your cotton lands would be
doubled in value. You would save all the transportation. Now your
cotton has to be carried thousands of miles by rail and steamer to En-
gland, there to be woven into yarn and brought back hereagain for home
consumption. The very cotton upon the backs of the colored laborers
of the South, in order to be utilized for any useful purpose, has to be
transported from Alabama to Manchester, and then back again in the
form of eotton cloths to clothe the laboring men. What you want is to
bring the manufactories home to your cotton-fields, plant them in your
towns, build up your industries, and the lands of your Southern States
would double and treble in value. So they have done in Ohio. In the
manufacturing regions in my State, where formerly all the crops had
to be sent abroad to New York and eastward to market, where the eggs,
the butter, the wheat, the corn, and all the variety of products of that
rich agricultural conuntry were sent to New York, and the farmer got
a small price, now the farmer gets double the price, because he sells to
the people at home, who must consume the food he raises. The labor
employed in manufacturing adds to the value of the farm and adds to
the value of the products of the farm.

8ir, I do not intend to make a speech on political economy. I only
desire to come back to the point and say if you put a duty of 40 per
cent. on steel in the forms now known to man, youn should not tempt
anybody else to evade your laws by putting a lower rate of duty on the
same article by a different name. That is all T desire to say.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the people of the South now produce
more than three times enough cotton to clothe the people of the United
States. They ship two-thirds of their annual crop abroad. They have
to sell their cotton in a market where they have no control of the price.
They are dependent for two-thirds of it entirely upon foreign consump-
tion.

When the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrirLL] first opened this
debate doring the last session of Congress he informed the people of
the South that they onght #o restrict their cotton production; that they
were making too much; that they were overproducing, as if we had
something else to which we could divert our attention and cut down
our crop of cotton. The Senator from Ohio now says we ought to manu-
facture it at home. If we could manufacture one-third of the cotton
at home, every pound of it that is spun and wove in the United States,
then what would become of the balance of it? Weshould have to seek
a foreign market for that. It wonld be a mere transfer of the industry
of cotton spinning and weaving from Northern to Southern States. We
are not in a condition now to do that. We have not got the capital,
we have not got the experience. We shall never have either capital or
experience in that country until we can get some relief from onerous
taxation, until we can have some chance to lay up a little money to en-

e in that kind of business.

The Senator from Ohio lives in a country in which manufactures of
iron and steel have been a long time established. A great deal of capi-
tal has gone into that business, put in individual enterprise and in cor-
porate enterprise, but more largely the corporationshave been engaged
in the manufacture of iron and of steel. He insists now, and those who
are protectionists in my part of the country insist, that weshall manu-
facture pig-iron from our cheap ores and ship it to Ohio and Pennsyl-
vania for the purpose of having it there converted into commodities of
eommerce. One reason why this is insisted upon isthat the North and
the East have invested the larger part of their suplus earnings in rail-
ways.

The railways of the United States to-day are more largely owned by
persons interested in manufactures and in transportation and the means
of getting fuel and the like than by any other class of people in the
United States. They want the transportation as well as the privilege
of manufacturing our raw material, and they desire to keep us down to
the position where we shall be mere producers of the raw material in
iron as well as everything else. That sort of snbordinate condition we
‘ave enjoyed until we have nearly starved ourselves at it. Wedo not
find ourselves either encouraged or permitted by the existing condition
of affairs to abandon a very large and valuable area of the cotton-grow-
ing country where we have the monopoly given to us of that product
by the laws of physical nature.

The cotton production in the South is due in part to its latitude and
in part to the laws of physical phy, which I need not enter into
a discussion or explanation of. Certain it is that there is a large area
of country south of the James River in which cotton, and only cotton,

can be produced as a successful crop for market. We can not compete
in the production of wheat, hemp, or flax with the Northwest. We
can not compete in the production of corn with the great central States
of this country, and we must rely upon that which nature has placed
within onr reach for the p of bettering our condition.

How are we going to get the money, the capital, the power to go
extensively into iron man ing at our own homes unless we can
do it by some accumulation of our earnings? What we complain of
now is that the rabid industries of the Northern Btates, largely capi-
talized and in the hands of incorporations, demand excessive taxation
out of the agricultural productions of this country, and thereby cut us
off from all means of saving money enough to engage in other indus-
tries. 'What we desire now is that they shall not be indulged in their
ravening for what little we can earn.

The people of the United States will wake up some of these days to
find that not only the cotton industry of this conntry has been pros-
trated but that the grain and provision producing industries have in a
like way been prostrated by the cormorant greed of these capitalist in-
stitutions in the East, which, like the daughter of the horse-leech, ery
‘“give, give,”” continually, and which yield nothing to any other
ple in the world; and that, sir, in the name of American labor. m
there are ten men engaged in agriculture to where there is one engaged
in any other branch of mechanical industry or in mining, the claim ds
put up here that the one man against the ten is the American laborer,
the impersonation of all the rights of American labor, and unless yon
can protect him American labor must go to destruction, forgetting en-
grely the remaining part of the great laboring community of this coun-

Y-

There is no one single burden which is placed in this tariff, whether
upon iron and steel or upon any other commodity whatsoever, that does
not impinge right upon the shoulders of the producing communities of
the United States. They get some recompense, I grant you, in home
markets, but still the price of those home markets, as has been orten
shown, is not regulated at home, it is regulated abroad. We have to
my the home prices for what we consume, notwithstanding there may

a cheaper market abroad.

I shall not detain the Senate by going further into this subject, but
the remarks of the Senator from Ohio seemed to require at least that
some Senator from the South should show that his enterprise of con-
verting the Sounth into a manufacturing country, closing up all the
avenues to wealth and progress that nature affords us through our agri-
culture, is one that is futile and ntopian. There is no soundness in it.
There is nobody going to be deceived byit. We understand, or at least
we think we do, where the burden falls upon us and our way to work
ont of it; and we hold up our hands imploringly to the people of the
United States who, by combination and confederacy, and through the
assistance of outside congresses, are continually pooling all of their
issues against us, combining together for the purpose of destroying our
interests in the South. We ask you in the name of the Constitution
and of the law of the country, and of justice and of equality, that yen
will not place too weighty a burden upon the shoulders of men who
have had enough te contend with and enough to struggle against in the
past.

No, sir; we shall have no prosperity in the South, thatis a clear case, .
until there is some relief’ of taxation. Here you have cut down the
burden of—what? Yon have cut down the number of dollars that you
get into your Treasury, but you increase the burden of taxation very
much greater than it is under existing laws. This artfully devised
bill, this bundleof legerdemain and trick, this wise, intricate, involved,
curious scheme is intended in all of its parts to bear upon the great
agricultural communitiesof this country.

Senators may fancy that the people of the United Stateshave not gotthe
common sense to see throngh it, but they are greatly mistaken. There
are some simple propositions, a few home-spun propositions connected
with this subject which a common mind can understand, and all the
art and all of the logic and all of the rhetoric and fine-spun theorizing
of Senators like the Senator from Ohio can never so far blind the peo-
ple of this country that they can notsee through the error of his plans,
and can never so far deter them or smother them that they will not rise
in their majesty for the purpose of breaking it down.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Ohio gives notice that he intends
to offer a proposition to make unenumerated steel articles pay a duty
of 3 cents a pound, and gives as a reason for this suggestion that the
Committee on Finance so reported it. I trust he will not offer that
amendment but will offer an amendment to place unenumerated arti-
cles upon the same basis as articles enumerated by the amendment al-
ready offered by him and agreed to in the Senate.

‘When this question was up before I made a motion that unenumer-
ated steel should beinserted at 2} centsa pound instead of 3 cents; and,
as I remember, the Senator from Delaware made some objection to that
for the reason that high classes of steel would come in at o low ad va-
lorem while steel in its ruder forms would come in at a high ad va-
lorem. Therenpon, I think at the suggestion of the Senator from Dela-
ware, I modified my amendment so as to allow this class of steel to come
in at 30 per cent. ad valorem, and that is the present law. All un-
enumerated steel comes in at 30 per cent., as I understand, and we find
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by turning to the tables oflast year that there was a very large amount
of steel so imported. That included almost entirely low grades of steel,
such as blooms and other articles. Steel rods for fencing-wire come in
now at 30 per cent. ad valorem. Am I not correct in that? T appeal
to the Senator from Ohio,

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so.

Mr. ALLISON. Steel rods for fencing-wire come in at 30 per cent.
ad valorem; steel blooms come inat 30 per cent. ad valorem; but now
in this bill we have enumerated every known thing. As Mr Oliver
stated before the committee when he was inquired of in reference to the
rate on unenumerated steel, everything known to the trade was enumer-
ated in the bill as proposed by the Tariff Commission. This isan om-
nium gatherum clanse that is intended to reach articles not specifically
described; but by going over the bill for a long time and making spe-
cific rates, on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, we have now in-
cluded more than two-thirds of the importations of steel at an ad va-
lorem rate. The clanse inserted this morning will, in my judgment,
include two-thirds of all the imported steel that will come into this
country. So, having fixed this universal ad valorem upon a great num-
ber of articles, it seems to me it wonld be manifestly unjust to keeg
the rate at 30 per cent., because then new modes and new éarocasses wil
be invented for the very purpose of avoiding this rate of dufy.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The 30 per cent., if the Senator will pardon me,
is the present law on non-enumerated steel. The amendment agreed
to by the last vote of theSenate, if Iam correctly informed, diminishes
the rate of duty from the present law so that the enumerated steel is
brought nearer into proportion with the non-enumerated steel of the
present law than it was before. If, therefore, we havereduced therate
on the enumerated steel, whether yon call it ad valorem or specifie, why
should we inerease the rate on the non-enumerated steel ?

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very excellent statement of a reason for
not increasing the rate on non-enumerated steel if we have reduced it
upon enumerated steel. We have undoubtedly by the vote taken this
morning reduced the duty on some classes of enumerated steel, but we
have in my judgment increased the duty also upon some other classes
of enumerated steel.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Dut the general result is a reduction.

Mr. ALLISON. That there are greater rednctions than increases
I am not prepared to say; but it seems to me if we are to make any ad
valorem we ought to make one that will nearly correspond with the ad
valorem already in the bill. We have p: , as the Senator from
Vermont will see, for a large number of articles in this bill that are to
come in at 40 per cent. ad valorem. I can not see why, that being
true, we should not allow the non-enumerated steel, if there is likely
1o be any such, to come in at the same rate.

Mr. BECK, My, President, the Senator from Ohio in his glowing
eulogy on American labor took eccasion again to intimate that I was a
general obstructionist, and that upon my motion the gate of taxation in
this paragraph was cut down. As nearly everything vicious in the eyes
of the friend of monopoly in the bill seems to be attributed to me, Iin-
tend to keep the truth spread on the RECORD, so that it shall meet all
the charges.

This motion to make this tax 30 per cent. was not made by me, nor
was it advocated by me, nor did I say one word about it, tho I
agreed to it and approved it. The RECORD shows what took place.
It seems te be necessary to keep reading the RECoRD to prevent bold
assertions from being assumed to be facts. On the 30th of January
(page 58 of the RECORD) the following proceeding took place:

Mr. ALrisox, Does the SBenator from New Jersey think that unless the word
“' guality "' is inserted there will be some trouble about the higher grades of
5“1!\?!-? McPuERs0s. In the former sections we provide for steel of a certain size
and certain wcig[i‘xt. il

Mr. Artisox. Then I submit to the Senator from New Jersey that the way to

correct is to strike out ** in any form ' and say :
“Steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va-

Torem.
I think that covers everything. _
Mr. McPuErsox. I think the use of that phrasecology is entirely unnecessary,
Mr. Arrisox, Well, strike out ** in any form ™ and sa;

¥

‘I‘ Steel Tmt specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad
valorem,’

Ar. McPaeER205. I have no objection to striking out those words. Perhaps
that would be an improvement on my motion.

Mr, ArLisoy. I suggest, then, the striking out of the words “ in any form."

The Presiping OFfFICER. The question is on the amendment just suggested
by the Senator from Towsa.

The nmendment was agreed to.

Mr. ArLsox. Now Imove tostrikeout '3 cents per pound " and insert "' 30 per
<ent, ad valorem.”

The PrRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Delaware withdraw hisamend-
ment? 2

Mr. Bavarp. Yes; I think that is better,

The PresipixG OFFICER, The question is on the amendment of the Senator
from lowa.

Mr. McPrERSos. In the whole metal schedule the commission has, I think,
very wisely adopted a specific duty i of anad valorem duty. I should like
1o inquire why in this particular case there is a deviation from that well-known
rule, which I believe to bea good rule?

Mr. ALLisoN. Does the Senator address himself to me?

Mr. McPuerson. Yes, sir.

Mr. ArLisoN, The reason is that there isa grmt variety of gr{, for steel, de-
pendent upon the qualilg;and grade of it. This bill provides 3 cents per pound;
?:uggeﬂed a reduction to 2} cents; the Senator from Delaware suggested o fur-
dher reduction to 1} cends per pouné. and made a veryexcellent argument show-

ing why 2} cents per pound would be a very high rate upon a class of steel that
might be imported; and so it occurred to me that the best way is to hold to the
present law, which simply makes an ad valorem according to the value and

quality.
The 158G OFFICER. The }quesuon is on the amendment offered by the

Senator from Iowsn [Mr, ArLIsox].

The amendment was agreed to.

The Senator from Ohio did not say one word against it nordid he then
think that any free-trader was seeking to close up the workshops of the
country or to destroy the business of the manufacturers; nor did he take
occasion then to advise nus, as he has done a dozen times in the last
week, of the great desire he has to protect American labor. When this
proposition was made by the Senator from Iowa in his presence he ac-
quiesced and consented to what was then done without saying a word,
yet to-day he charges upon me that 1 had it done to destroy American
industry, and he says he will seek to restore the duty to 3 centsa pound
becaunse, as he alleges, it is the equivalent of the present rate.

There is another assertion which I desire to meet, because that Sen-
ator had examined Mr. Oliver himself, the member of the commission
who took of the metal schedule before the Committee on Finance,
and we had his statement printed and laid upon our desks. Theques-
tion was put to Mr. Oliver, what would be the tax upon steel at 3
cents a pound, in these words:

Senator BEcK. Then 3 cents a pound would be about 60 per cent. ?

Mr. OLiveRr. Yes, perhaps so. But suppose there was a new article which
would be called a *lump.” This direct process might allow that to come in
under it.

Mr. Oliver went on to say they had put the duty very high so as to
try to exclude these articles. Mr. Oliver agreed that it was about 60
per cent. Yet the Senator from Ohio tells the Senate he will ask to
insert 3 cents again in order that it may be exactly 30 per cent., which
is the present law, when the object of fixing the rate of duty at 3 cents,
according to the man who drew the schedule as stated to the Senator
from Ohio, was to make it so high at 3 cents a pound as to make it
prohibitory, or at least so as to make it pay a rate of duty higher than
any like enumerated article. t

I do not propose to defend myself particularly against that class of
charges. I understand why they are made; it is obviously in order to
throw discredit upon what I may sayin regard to the reductions Iseek
to make in this bill. I am only seeking by every fair means to give the
people of this country a reasonable chance to huy what they need at a
fair price, and at the same time to give such incidental advantages while
supplying the necessary revenues of this country as will enable our man-
ufacturers to compete with anybody anywhere engaged in like employ-
ments. I am willing in this provision to give them all they ever had,
all they had when they had income taxes to pay. all they had when
they had 5 per cent. to pay as a tax on manufactures when the war
burdens were heavy upon them. The Senator from Ohio is not content
with that. Perhaps I cantell him thereason why. Iholdinmy hand
one of the leading protectionist papers in this country. They have
three of them that I often see, perhaps they have a dozen others.
receive three regnlarly—The Bulletin, The Protectionist, and The Phila-
delphia American. I read the American regularly, becanse it is the
best and ablest paper among them. It generally differs with me, I be-
lieve always, but it is reasonably respectful in its disagreements. This
is the view it takes of these matters:

8o, with reference to the tariff, ui n d the few gen-
uine free-traders in 'tl.;e Homﬁ;:&m Sm at:e e s e

agreed that our customs ?ste.m
must be based on some general principle, while the two parties are of different
minds as to what that principle is. But there are a great many people in Con-
gress who seem to be guided by no B:ineiple in the matter. They are like the
old Peunsylvania Democrat in the Lehigh Valley, who was passionate for free
trade in everything but pig-iron. They are ready to vote down every duty that
touches a commodity not produced in their district, and ready to support the
highest duties on such asare. This is true especially of gentlemen who call
themselves revenue reformers, and whose willingness for reform reminds us of
Ax;tqm&m ‘Ward's readiness to sacrifice all his wife's relations at the shrine of
patriotism. .
But we can not acquit some who generally are recognized as protectionists.
Mr. SHERMAN, for instance, after failing to secure such duties as he thought
should be imposed on Ohio iron, proceeded to help to pull down the duties on
articles on 1he metal schedule not produced in Ohio, on the plea that if Ohio
could not get what she wanted Pennsylvania and other States should fare no
belter. For a man of Mr, SHERMAN'S national aspirations this was a singularly
narrow policy. Indeed, we can understand it only as meaning that Senater
grli:]nmx has no Presidential aspirations and has accepted the defeat of 1830 as

Mr. HOAR. DMr. President, I rise to a question of order.
Mr. BECK. I should like to know what it is.
rdThc PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his question of
order.

Mr. HOAR. It is a clearviolation of therules of the Senate for Sen-
ators to bring up newspaper articles here attacking or criticising Sen-
ators by name. The Senator has no right to read a document which
contains matter which he could not utter in his speech.

: Mrr(i COCKRELL. I should like to hear the rule showing it is not
in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will
indicate the rule. -

Mr. HOAR. It is the universal rule.

Mr. COCKRELL. It is perfectly in order. It is no reflection upon
the Senator from Ohio.
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Mr. INGALLS. The universal law in parliamentary bodies is that
no member shall be alluded to by his name.

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly.

Mr. INGALLS. He must always be designated by the State or dis-
triet from which he comes.

Mr. BECK. I will quit reading it.

Mr, INGALLS. The Senator from Tennessee who occupies the chair
is aware of that, of course.

Mr. BECK. Iwill not read any more if anybody thinks it is a viola-
tion of therule. I didnotsuspectit. Thatistheablest paper published
in the interest of the protectionists; and when the Senator from Ohio
states that he has been for keeping up this metal schedule all through,
I read his own speech in behalf of the amendment made by the Senator
from Georgi& in which he used substantially the language nsed in that
paper, that if they can not get pig-iron and any other interests protected
up to the point that he desired he was not going to aid the great cor-
porations, as he called them—and he denounced them again the other
day—to get what they wanted. Now he has ¢ his mind. Ido
not know whether it was because of the threat in that paper that he
thought it was best to turn now and look to Pennsylvania and the great
iron-masters in order to show them that he had not abandoned them as
they thought he had. It may be that he has some aspirations that he
is now so zealous for putting up the rates that he was equally zealous
in putting down three weeks ago.

When I am told that I am working in the interest of men who are
importers and others in seeking to tear down and destroy the manu-
factures of this country I am stopped when I venture toassert that gen-
tlemen are more inconsistentthan I in now seeking to raise duties above
the present rates when they sat silently by or had themselves advocated
those amendments reducing taxes that are now in the bill, simply be-
cause tel came from Ohio and from Pennsylvania iron-masters
ordering their friends to defeat the bill unlessthose increasesare given.
‘We have been told over and over again, in violation of all the rules of
the Senate, by the Senator from Ohio, what the House had done, and how
wise its action has and how foolish we were; and the Senator from
Massachusetts satby his side smiling at his attacks upon thisside of the
body and never ventured to call him to order, but I am to be called to
order when I read a newspaper article from a leading protectionist paper
of the country complaining of the inconsistency of these gentlemen.

‘Why did not the Senator from Massachusetts think abount his ques-
tions of order when he heard the Senator from Ohio tell the Senate
that our whole schedule was made up foolishly and that the wisdom of

was concentrated in the House hill, led by the great, I was
about to say by the father of pig-iron—he prides himself in being so
called—and that we had to follow and adopt the views of the House or
he would defeat the bill? All that tirade was in order; all that was
in perfect accord with the views of the Senator from Massachusetts as
to orderly proceedings. He did not then call for the enforcement of
the rules, but he calls for order loudly now when I am attacked, first
by the Senator from Vermont and then by the Senator from Ohio, and
attacked for doing what I did not do, either in regard to the cogged
i which, one or both said, I had stricken down when it was done
by the Senator from Georgia, who was the ally of the Senator from
Ohio in all those reductions, or in regard to the 30 per cent., which
was done on motion of the Senator from Iowa with his assent.

I care nothing about newspaper articles, and I make no attack on
men; but when I am attacked and the truth is on my side I intend to
shoav what the truth is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], on which the
yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. MITCHELL. Let the question be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend-
ment.

The ACTING SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out lines 801, 802,
and 803, in the following words:

5 Steel not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va-
orem.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, COCKRELL (when his name was called). I would vote with
a great deal of pleasure ‘“nay’’ in this case if I were not paired with
the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON].

Mr. McDILL (when his name was_called).
Senator from Mississippi [Mr., LAMAR].

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If hewere here, I should
votve Umy_!I

Mr. SLATER (when his name was called). On this question I am
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. If he were
here, I should vote ““nay.”’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr.
LapHAM]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’?

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
VEst]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. BECK and Mr. COCKRELL. He would vote ‘‘ nay.”

I am paired with the

Mr. PLUMB. On the assurance of his colleague that he would vote
““nay,” I will vote.

Mr. BLATR. On this question I am paired with the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. BARROW]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”

The result was announced—jyeas 26, nays 28; as follows:

YEAS—26.
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Ro!
Allison, Hale McPherson Eewamﬁ?'
Anthony, Hawiey. Miller of ('h'l Sherman,
Cameron of Pa., il1, Miller of N. Y., Tabor,
Cameron of Wis,, Hoar, Mitchell, Windom.
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Morrill,
Dawes, Logan, Platt,

NAYS—28.
Beck, George, Johnston, Ransom,
Butler, Gorman, Jonas, Vance,
Call, Grover; Jones of Florida, Van “chk,
Camden, Hampton, ;!y. est,
Coke, y Pendleton, Voorhees,
Davisof W, Va., I Plumb, Walker,
Farley, Jackson, Pugh, i

ABSENT—22
Barrow, Edmunds, Kellogg, Baulsbury,
B g'merryr‘ Lapham g:md:g
4 ¥ ' er,
Brown Garland, Mel})ill. Sls;‘:gr.
I, Groome, Mahone,
Davis of I11., n, Morgan,
8o the amendment was rejected.
Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire avote on the amendment I offered a few

da e

Z{Isr?gMocPHERSON. I should like to inquire if my amendment is not
next in order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of which notice has
been given will be considered as they are called up or presented.

Mr. CONGER. I rose to offer an amendment just before the other
was disposed of, and I wish to be ized at some time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN
WycK] is recognized, and calls up an amendment of which he has
heretofore given notice. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska
will be reported.

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 918, it is proposed to strike out
‘1" and insert “‘ 50 cents;’’ so as to read:

Sawed boards, k, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, whi . Byca~
more, and bmwm. 50 een]f's per 1,000 feet, FEo

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I donot desire to saya single word
in regard to the merits of this matter; neither doI desire to be understood
as asking the Senate to change a vote which had been deliberately

iven, but the Senate will readily see that this proposition is entirely
ifferent from the proposition voted upon in Committee of the Whole.
I have discovered, of course (and therefore I will not undertake to call
for a repetition of the vote npon that proposition), that there is a vast
deal of repugnance upon both sides of this body fo having any matter
itively put upon the free-list. That was a propoesition voted upon
in Committee of the Whole making lumber entirely free. This prop-
osition is to meet the objection of some gentlemen who felt compelled
to vote against the proposition because they were voting steadily, they
said, for a tarifl’ for revenue; therefore to put lnmber upon the free-list
was to take away the little revenue we were collecting from that branch
of the tariff. To meet that objection I have offered the amendment in
the interest of the revenue and in the interest also of the persons using
this article.

Mr, HALE. I do not propose to take up any time. I believe and
hope that the Senate will adhere to its vote. Certainly it can not with
any fairness seck to reduce this duty, which is not more than 10 per
cent. now, a smaller rate than is found upon any other of the great
products of American labor.

Mr. VAN WYCK. And upon a product which needs it certainly
less than any other.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck].

Mr. VAN WYCK called for the yeasand nays; and they were ordered.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the
ﬁenntor from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. Ifhe were here, Ishould vote

nay. N

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. Larnam]. I should vote ‘“‘yea’ if he
were here.

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called).
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER].

Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. SAUNDERS’S name was called). I desire
to state that my colleague [Mr. SAUNDERS] is paired with the Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG]. If here, my colleague would vote
““yea.”” I desire also to state that he is detained at his room by sick-

ness.
Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the

Senator from Colorado [Mr. HirL]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘yea.”
The roll-call was coneluded.

I am paired with
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Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAR- | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that no debate
ROW]. is in order during a call of the roll.

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
HarrisoN]. If I were not so paired, I should vote ** yea.”
The result was announced—jyeas 20, nays 30; as follows:

YEAS—20.
Beck, Farley, Johnston, 5
Butler, Hampton, Jones of Florida, Vance,
Call, Hmrs, Maxey, Van “;'y('.'lr.,
Coke, Ingalls, Pendleton, Vi
Pavis of I, Jackson, Plumb, w
NAYS—30.
Aldrich, George, MeMillan, Rollins,
Allison, Gorman, McPherson, Sewell,
Anthony, Hale Miller of Cal., Sherman,
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Millerof N. Y.,  Tabor,

T, T, Mitchell, Voorhees,
Ds&ﬁuf W.Va.,, Jo Morrill, Windom.
Dawes, Jones of Nevada,

Frye, + i

ABSENT—26.

Barrow Edmunds, H Saulsbury,
Bayard, Fair, ; Kgi‘iogg. Seunders,
Blair, erry, Lamar, Wyer,
Brown, Garland, Lapham, Slater, '
Camden, Groome, M . Walker
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Mahone,

Cockrell, Harrison, Morgan,

So the amendment was rejected.
Mr. VAN WYCK. In thatsame connection I offer another amend-
ment on line 920, page 42, to strike out *‘§27’ and insert ‘“$1;" so as to

All other articles of sawed lumber €1 per one thousand feet, board measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amendment
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WycK].

Mr. VAN WYCK. The amendment which we have just voted on
was in regard to hemlock and some other species of lumber on which
according to the present law there is a duty of §1 a thousand. This is
in regard to pine lumber, rough lumber $2 per thonsand. It is a dis-
tinct proposition, and I ask for the yeas and nays. I wish very much
to emphasize, if the Senate will excuse me for a moment, the desire at
least of this body as to the extent to which they propose to go in the
hrqd;]?l‘ctions of the burdens upon the American people by taxation of this

I would not say a word in regard to this matter except for the un-
weaning desire on the part of some gentlemen who are especially rep-
resenting this interest to throw certain obstaclesin the way to prevent
the expression of the opinion of an individual who would favor this
amendment by his vote were he here. I desire to know whether there
was anything in the declaration of the Tariff Commission that the war
tariff should be reduced; whether there was anything in the deelara-
tions of gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber who vote steadily for
the highest rates of duty; declarations heretofore made that they de-
sired some reduction in taxation. For that purpose I have offered both
this and the preceding amendment, that the great portion of the Ameri-
can people who purchase this article shall berelieved from this tax. I
want, in the first place, to have it emphatically and distinctly under-
stood whether it is intended by any means that the people shall be re-
lieved of any of their burdens. If so, from what can they be more
g;operly relieved than from the tax on this article of lumber, which is

t disappearing from this country, which requires no protection for
its support, and which has been probably the most remunerative of all
the industries protected in this bill or outside of it. For thatreason I
desire the yeas and na,

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, BROWN (when Mr. BARROW’S name was called). On this
question I understand my coll e [Mr. BARROW] is paired with the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. I understand the pair
runs for the day on all questions that may come up during the day.

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON].

Mr, EDMUNDS (when his name was called).
Benator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND].

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). Iam generally paired
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr, LAMAR], but I reserved the
right to vote on this question. 1 therefore vote ‘‘ yea.”

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. Lapmax].

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were here, I should
vote ‘‘yea.”’

Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. SAUNDERS'S name was called). My col-
league [Mr. SAUNDERS] being confined to his room by illness, I desire
to say in his behalf, because he has been misquoted in the press and is
attempted to be misquoted by gentlemen on this floor who know noth-
ing about it and who have undertaken to pair him so that he conld not
g1vy expression to his opinions, which have been called in question—

I am paired with the

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say—

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. State how your colleagne would
vote.

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will state how he is paired; he is paired in
favor of this proposition. He is for free lumber. He is paired with
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TABOR].

Mr. TABOR (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senat‘?r fro'l;? Nebraska [ Mr. SAUNDERS]. If hewere present, I should
vote ‘ nay.

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
Senator from Colorado [Mr, HILL], otherwise I should vote ‘“‘yea.”’

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). On this question I
am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were
present, I should vote *‘ yea’’ and he would vote “‘nay.”

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas
18, nays 30; as follows:

YEAS—IS.

Hampton, MeDill Vance,
Butler, am}i}," ey, Van Wyck,
Coke, Ingalls, Pendleton, Vest.
Davis of I1l., Jackson, Plumb,
Farley, Johnston, Pugh,

NAYS—30.

Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt,
Aljison.‘ Frye, n, I,
Anthony, George, M Rollins,
Brown, Gorman, MoPherson, well,
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., Voorhees,
Cameron of Wis., H.&wley, Miller of N, Y., Windom.
Oowr, Hoar, Mitchell,
Davis of W, Va., Jonas, Morrill,

ABSENT—28,

Barrow, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saunders,
Bayard, Ferry, Kellogg, Sawyer,
Blair, Garland, Lamar, Sherman,
Call, Groome, Lapham, Slater,
Camden, Grover, Ma;ume. Tabor,
Cockrell, Harrison, Morgan, Walker,
Edmunds, Hill, Saulsbury, W

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. McPHERSON. I now move the amendment that I offered, and
which is upon the Secretary’s desk, to strike out all after line 788, on
page 36, down to and including line 800 on the next page, and insert

what will be read.
The AcTING SECRETARY. The words proposed to be inserted are:
fence-wire, and

There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire S;xé::‘pt
except also tin-plates, tarne:ghtes. and tagger-tin, here ore provided for),
when galvan or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of metals, by &Ef
process whatsoever (not including paints) one-half of 1 cent per pound in addi-
tion to the rates provided inthis act. On iron wire rope and wire strand, 1 cent
per pound, in addition to the rates imposed on the wire of which it is e. On
steel wire rope and wire strand, 1} cents per pound, in addition to the rates im-
posed on the wire from which it is made,

Mr. McPHERSON. It will be observed that I strike out several
propositions in the bill and insert othersin lien thereof. The first prop-
osition that I seek to amend is:

That wire rope and wire strand, of iron or steel wire, shall pay the same rates
of duty that are levied on the wire of which they are made and one-fourth of 1
cent per pound additional.

The reason for it is that there has been no adequate provision made
in this bill for that increased stage of manufacture of wire The
rope, for instance, that enters into the construction of the Brooklyn
bridge has cost at least 1 cent a pound to manufacture it from the wire
strand, and it is proposed in the Senate bill to allow for that stage of
manufacture only one-quarter of'1 cent per pound.

I make a separate provision which applies to the wire. Iholdin my
hand two samples of wire in which the wire is as fine as silk, finer than
a hair; it is woven into cables, and unless provision is made for it in
this bill it will be possible to import that steel-wire cable or strand at
exactly the same rate as the wire itself from which it is made. I sub-
mit that thereought to be some provision made for this additional stage
of manufacture. My own State issomewhat interested in this, of course.
There are, I think, ten manufactories in the United States. There are
two in New Jersey, one in New York, one in California, and six in Mis-
souri, with a capital invested of something like §4,000,000. Iron
is made of the best charcoal-iron, and steel rope is made of the best
charcoal-steel.

As the bill is now arranged the duty is scarcely anything; there is
no protection whatever, and this steel and iron rope could come in at
just as cheap a rate as the wire from which it is made. I only ask for
a reasonable amount of inerease in order that the industry may be pre-
served. /

The other thing that I call attention to is the fact that after line 792,
which refers to the galvanizing process of iron wire, yon will observe
in looking at the bill that the phraseslogy is very much confused, un-
grammatical, and not very readily understood. Ihad p an in-
crease above the rate proposed in this bill. Only one-fourth of 1 cent
a pound is the rate provided, while I propose a half cent a pound for all
wire except fence-wire. I except from the operation of this, fence-wire.
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Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to inquire if it does not cost just as
much to galvanize fence-wire as it does any other wire ?

Mr. McCPHERSON. Yes; butIam making allowance for the granger
sentiment.

Mr. DAWES. Local prejudice!
for excepting fence-wire than that?

Mr. McPHERSON. I have heard so much about the poor farmers
in the past three weeks that I made up my mind that I would propose
something to meet the views of the farmers.

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator say there is no reason for giving an
additional duty upon the other wires that does not exist as to fence-
wire?

Mr. McPHERSON. I was in hopes the Senator would not press me
quite so closely; but inasmuch as he has, I must say that T do not see
any reason.

Mr. LOGAN. Does it apply to any other kind of wire exeept gal-
vanized wire? ; -

Mr. McPHERSON. Itapplies to all wire used for the purpose of
manufacturing wire cables, butas to the galvanizing process, thatis dis-
tinetly provided for by itself in my amendment. In the process of
galvanizing 45 per cent. of the zinec used is wasted. It eosts from 2 to
3 cents a pound to galvanize it, according to the amount of zinc used.
This bill is based, from begining to end, upon the idea that as we pro-
ceed and p from one stage of manufacture to another the rate
should be increased.” I am sure the Senate will not refuse to allow a
just and fair protection to this industry, the manufacture of wire cables,
either of iron or steel, and I draw the distinction between the iron and
steel cable by placing the duty upon one at 1 cent a pound and upon
the other at 1} cents.

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from New
Jersey intended in his exception to be very seductive and captivating
to what he was pleased to call alocal prejudice or the granger element,
but I beg to assure him that so far as I may be considered as represent-
ing in any sense a community which entertains those sentiments, they
will not beduped by the exception that the Senator offers, because there
is no importation of fence-wire as such, and therefore the clause in

ntheses is entirely withont meaning and insensible. I beg the
Senator, if he has any idea of captivating anybody by that exception,
to omit it, becanse I assure him that no one would know better thanan
intelligent farmer of the West, belonging to what he calls the granger
element, that that could not have any possible effect npon the price of
wire. They know enough to understand that wire is not imported as
fence-wire, but that it comes in by certain gauges and that it is taxed
according to the gange, and therefore the exception he proposes, the
parenthetical part of his amendment, would not have any weight at all
so far as their interests are concerned. |,

Mr. McCPHERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Kansas that
T did not use that word in any offensivesense. Being a granger myself,
and having no special ocenpation other than that of farmer, I am very
much in accord with almost anything the farmers or ask for,
and certainly my votes upon the tariff bill have all been in favor and
support of that interest. But the Senator from Kansas will see thatin
the application or use of the words in parenthesis I excepted fence-wire;
but I confess I have some apprehension lest all wire should come in as
fence-wire. When I except the fence-wire it has an effect disadvan-
tageous to the interest I am representing now, because by employing
the words at all, I suppose if a large quantity of telegraph were to be
imported into this country it wounld be imported as fence-wire and used
as telegraph-wire.

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose the Senator understands that wire is not
imported ecither as telegraph-wire ongfence-wire or as strands for wire
rope; it is imported as wire of a certain gange by number, and the
party importing it can use it for what he pleases. Therefore, the dis-
tinction which he inserts is entirely withont significance.

Mr. McPHERSON. But itisa distinction which is found in other
parts of the tariff bill. For instance you will find in the tobacco sched-
ule a provision for tobacco suitable for wrappers. I suppose tobacco
suitable for wrappers would be tobacco for wrappers, and under
some regulation of the ” Department it would be provided for
and protected. I find in another schedule in the bill provision for dif-
ferent articles imported for certain specified purposes; for instance we
had it the other day, a provision as to the admission of yams used for
carpets, which we very wisely struck out.

As I said before, I have no doubt this wire will come in for all pur-
poses under the guise of fence-wire; yet if there is any regulation of
the Treasury Department which can cover the case justly and equita-
bly, or if any arrangement or rule can be adopted which will make
that discrimination, I am perfectly willing to leave it in that way so
that the discrimination may be made. :

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will notice on line 794 the words ‘‘ex-
cept fence-wire”’ are included in the bill.

Mr. McPHERSON. Iknow it; but I have changed the phraseology
80 as to read:

There shall be m on galvanized iron or steel wire (except fence-wire, and
except also tin- , terne-plates, and tagger-tin hereinbefore provided for),
when gnimnizeg or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of metals, by any

Has the Senator any other reason

process whatsoever (not including paints), one-halfof 1 cent per pound in addi-
tion to the rates provided in this act.

Mr. LOGAN. Looking over the bill it strikes me that the words
*“except fence-wire’” will let in almost any kind of wire coming in
without additional duty.

Mr. McPHERSON. T admit that.

Mr. LOGAN. Then the words ought not to be there.

Mr. McPHERSON. That will be the result unless there be some
rule in the Treasury Department, which I presume they can make.

Mr. LOGAN. I merely suggest tothe Senator that in amending the
bill it would be very well to make the rule here in Congress, and not
leave it to be made in the Treasury Department. Thisis the best place
to make the law. I did not object to that exception when it was put
in, but I suggested to the Senator who moved the amendment at the
time that that would open the door to all character of wire to come in
as fence-wire without paying the additional duty.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not believe that the farmers of this
country or the people of any State in this country are unjust, and my
experience and observation have taught me that all these attempts to
pander to special local interests in opposition to a general principle of
Justice on the belief that local prejudices are likely to be opposed to
legislation or to legislators when they do what is just and right are
mistakes.

Here is this industry, the manufacture of wire, which in almost every
form in which it has been used has been one of the greatest public ben-
efits of this century. The manufacture of fence-wire (which it has been
said more than once in this debate has made it possible to use for herd-
ing, for pasturing, for all sorts of agricultural uses which require the
inclosing of land, vast spaces of this continent, the cost of fencing which
with lumber wooden fences made them practically worthless for agri-
culture) has been, as I said, one of the great benefits of the century.

I will repeat what I said the other day, that the discovery of this
barbed-wire fence has so far been such a benefit to the agriculture of
this country that the farmers save from forty to forty-five millions a
year in the single matter of repairs of fences, and the persons who man-
ufacture this wire and own the numerous patents for this invention
have divided on an average for the last ten years less than 8 per cent.
annually. That being true, you have compelled them in this very hill
to purchase the zine in this country for the galvanizing process, which
costs a cent a pound, and which alone enables this wire to resist the
weather. They buy that zine in two States. They buy 10,000 tons of
it a year, with a protection of a cent and a half a pound, as I think we
have left it. They buy it largely in Southern Virginin. One comcern
in my neighborhood buys a thousand tons of it in Southwestern Vir-
ginia, and buys a large amount in the State of Missouri, so well repre-
sented by my honorable friends on the other side of the Chamber.
Those gentlemen hold on with absolute tenacity to the duty on zine,
and then they say that for this invention which is an American inven-
tion, and for this benefit which is an American benefit to the farmers
of the Northwest, they will compel these manufacturers to go out of
business and to give all the advantage of their invention and all the
benefit of their manufacture to foreigners by putting upon zine which
they use a high duty, and then refusing to them any duty whatever.
They have asked for but one-sixth partofthe duty yon put on the zinc;
but Virginia and Missouri object, and now my friend from New Jersey
finds himself compelled, against what he avows ashis own sense of jus-
tice, to come in here and make this exception because he thinks there
is a granger element which is unjust and dishonest, and which is not
disposed to deal fairly.

Now, you have a right to be a free-trader of course. Many able, in-
telligent, and thoughtful men believe in the doetrine of untrammeled
and unrestricted trade between countries. You have a right to be a
revenne reformer of course. Many honorable men in this Chamberand
outside of it believe that our existing revenne laws are full of inconsist-
encies and injustices. But no man can defend a bill in which he says
to the manufacturers of this wire fence, ** You shall pay, you American,
a cent and a half duty for every pound you manufacture, but the En-
glishman shall bring that in without any cost to him at all, free.”” It
is unpatriotie, unjust, unfair; and I will undertake to go to any audience
or any assembly of American farmers in any State of this Union and
rest my political future on a vote to do justice. I do not believe the
men adequately and honestly represent any American community who
cast their vote by the anthority they conferred to do such injustice as
that. I do not propose for one to submit to this without at least rais-
ing my voice and giving my vote in protest.

Now I move to strike ont from the amendment of the Senator from
New Jersey the exception he has incorporated in it.

Mr. COKE. DMr. President, I hope the amendment of the Senator
from Massachusetts will not prevail. . I do not concur with him in the
view expressed in reference to taxing wire fence. The class of people,
the producers, who use this product are people who are taxed in every-
thing they eat, drink, and wear, in every tool and implement they
work with, in everything they tonch. They are a class who have re-
ceived no favors from any source, but whe bear upon their broad should-
ers all the burdens of this Government.

Sir, why did. not the honorable Senator from Massachusetts advert to
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the exports of this country when speaking of the farmers, and state that
83 per cent. of the exports which preserve the balance of trade to our
people with the world are made by the very class upon whom he de-
sires to heap additional taxation, while the people for whose benefit
this omnibus bill has been constructed, taxing everything in the world
that can be described and everything else that can be imagined even,
that they furnigh only 16 or 17 per cent.

It is this class who raise the wheat, the corn, the pork, the beef which
feeds this country and furnishes a large amount for export to Europe;
who raise the cotton and wool and sugur; who raise all the agricultural
products, without which the system of taxation that is being devised
in this bill would simply be impossible, because there would be noth-
ing for it to operate upon; yet when this raw material, this fencing
wire, necessary in the Northwest and Southwest where there isno fencing
timber, to reduce to cultivation the land to raise more corn, more wheat,
more beef, more wool, more everything for export, in order to enable
the wnnhI-Jy the better to stand the enormous taxation placed upon it
by this bill, the Senator from Massachusetts moves an addition to the

dy heavy tax on this article and an additional burden to the mount-
ain load already resting on the class who are compelled to use it.

Mr. HOAR. DMay I ask the Senator if he will join in putting zine
on the free-list ?

Mr. COKE. I decline to yield to the Senator from Massachusetts.
I did not interrnpt him. He can speak when I am through.

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator—

Mr. COKE. I will give way for a question but not for a speech.

Mr. HOAR. I did not make any such proposition. I desired to ask
the honorable Senator if he would join in putting on the free-list the
zinc which is to be used for this purpose ? y

Mr. COKE. I voted against the tax now on zinc; and I will ask the
Senator if he voted for the tax in this bill on zinc? The Senator de-
clines to answer.

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Texas is mistaken about that. The
only motion on zinc has been on the motion of the Senator from Illi-
nois to increase it.

Mr. COKE. I voted against increasing it.

Mr. VEST. Of courscaf;a :

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts how he voted?
Mr. HOAR. There has never been any vote on it that I know of.

Mr. COKE. There was a vote on a proposition to increase the duty.
I voted against it.

Mr., HOAR. I understand that proposition was withdrawn. My
recollection now is that there was a proposition made which the Sen-
ator from Missouri supported, and on being welcomed rather affection-
ately by the Senator from Michigan fo the ranks of the protectionists,
he said that rather than join that army he would forsake zinc.

Mr, VEST, The Senator from Massachusetts is mistaken. The ques-
tion came in in this way, as the RecorD will show: The Senator from
Delaware moved to decrease the duty, and npon that we had some dis-
cussion. Then the Senater from Illinois moved to increase the duty on
zine, and on that the yeas and nays were called, and that was de-
feated. That is the whole of it.

Mr. HOAR. I do not remember about it exactly.

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have voted all the time for reductions;
I have voted to put raw materials on the free-list whenever it was
sible to do it. Thave turned neither to theright nor to theleft. Ihave
not regarded the intercsts of my own State or of my own section further
than the general interests of the whole embrace them. I do notbelieve
in the constitutional powerof Congress to protect anything or anybody.
I believe Congress has the right to discriminate within the revenme
standard; but I believe it to be unyise and inexpedient to doso. I do
not believe that you can enter upon a system of diserimination without
having as a result the robbery of the whole people, such as the pending
bill, if enacted, will consummate. This is the inevitable outcome of
the so-called protective policy.

It is for this reason that I have tried to vote strictly for revenue and
against protection for any interest or any industry or any pursuit. I
have endeavored to favor that class who are more taxed than any other
and who receive less benefit than any other from the tarifi—the great
agrienltural producing class of this country. It is that class which the
honorable Senator from Massachusetts wonld place an additional tax
upon by taking away the exception from the amendment of the Sena-
tor from New Jersey relating to fencing wire.

I hope that the Senator’s amendment will not be adopted. I hope
that fencing wire will not have an additional duty placed upon it. I

-hope that the Senate will allow the great prairie plains of the West and
Southwest to be developed to add infinitely to the wealth of this coun-
try with their annual productions, without burdening further a class of
people whose burdens are already as great as they can bear. After the
railroads get through with taxing their products and they pay the
tariff tax they have barely a subsistence left, and I am opposed to put-
ting an additional burden upon them.

‘We admit raw material free of duty for the manufacturers. Fencing
wire is the farmer’s raw material; it is already taxed between 30 and 40
per cent. in this bill, and this does not satisfy the Senator from Massa-
chusetts. He moves to increase the duty heavily, and what is his

reason? Hesays in order to protect Americanlabor. In his jundgment
the 75 per eent. of our people who furnish all our exports, except an
insignificant per cent., do not represent American labor, I am com-
pelled to conclude that such is his opinion. The country will not con-
cur with him. 7

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, what is the reason that the Senator
from New Jersey proposes this amendment? He says that the duty
upon ungalvanized iron being the same that is placed upon galvanized
iron will result in this condition and this result, that iron will come in
galvanized rather than ungalvanized, and that the work of galvanizing
the iron and applying to it the material which galvanizesit will be done
abroad, and that those industries in the United States now devoted to
that work will necessarily cease. That is a condition of things which
hedeprecates. Isitacondition of things to be deprecated? Is it worth
while to have a condition of things that will induee our pegleto dothat
work, or had we better depend upon the manufacture of galvanized
iron abroad ? That is a fair question. TheSenator has answered it for
himself in this particular.

The Senator from Ohio a few minutes ago pressed upon us the ne-
cessity of answering that question in reference o steel. Where steel
was advanced by increased labor and capital, it was the opinion of the
Senator from Ohio that an increased duty should be placed upon it.
The whole iron schedule is based upon the same principle. Where you
start from pig-iron through every other advance in the manufacture of
iron and of steel you add to the duty. Why? Because otherwise the
iron and the steel would come in in the advanced condition if it cost no.
more to bring it in in that condition than in the original pig. That is
the principle that runs through the whole bill; that is the principle
which governs the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. It is
a sound principle; it ought to be maintained; no tariff bill can stand
without recognizing it; and whenever a departure is made from it, it
is a premium to foreign labor as against American labor and foreigm
capital as against American capital. He who advocates any such prin-
ciple as that advocated by the Senator from Texas stands up and says
he will offer a reward to the labor of Europe against the labor of this
country, and he will offer a preminm upon foreign capital as against
American capital.

The Senator from New Jersey has pressed this with an argnment whicl
is nnanswerable, and yet in his very amendment he proposes to except
a certain article from the application of the principle which underlies
his own amendment, and which runs through the entire tariff bill.

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will bear with me a moment. My
amendment was in deference to the already expressed will and wish of
the Senate in that particular.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does himself great injustice in that ad-
mission. The Senator says there isnoreason for it. The Senator has,
in answer to my interrogatory, said that the very exception that he makes.
is a pandering—that was his word—to the granger prejudice, as he called.
it. The Benator, in order to carry so much of this principle as shall.
apply to industries within his own circle of acquaintance and influence,
is willing to sacrifice principle and candor to prejudice, to violate the
very principle upon which the bill itself rests; and he does this, he says,
to pander to what he calls a granger prejudice.

Let us look at what that is. I know the Senator does not want to
do this; I know the Senator feels that it is an ungracious thing for him
to do; but the Senator would rather have the prineiple itself violated if
he can save the application of it to certain industries. I for one will
govern my vote here, as far as I have light upon this tariff bill, upon
the principles npon which I believe it is founded.

I want to look at this granger prejudice as presented by the Senator
a moment ago. He says he wants this barbed wire excepted because
he wants the farmers upon the prairies to take the benefit of the ad-
vantage gained thereby in the fencing of their farms. He wants there-
fore for what he claims this benefit, the labor of Europe, to have this
much advantage over the labor of America; he wants the capital of"
Europe to have employment as against the capital of the United States,
and he wants it because he says the farmers upon the prairies can ob-
tain their fences cheaper thereby. Let us look at that statement.

When it comes to be known in Europe that the barbed-wire fence
can be imported at precisely the same rate that wire ungalvanized can,
and that every galvanizing establishment in this country is thereby
closed, the Senator from Texas thinks that then the manufacturers of
galvanized wire abroad will keep their fence-wire down to the price
where it is now. The Senator thinks that the moment he has estab-
lished the monopoly abroad and the industry at home is at an end he
secures to the farmers of the prairies cheap fence-wire. There never
was a greater delusion that blinded man. If the Senator was deliber-
ately determined to make the price of wire fence as high as possible,
no device could be resorted to more certain to produce that result. Give
the manufacture of galvanized wire solely to the foreign producer, hold
out to him the promise and the assurance that he has the market in
America, and the Senator from Texas will find thatit costs him asmuch
to inclose his farm as it did before barbed-wire fence was invented.
The Senator from Texas forgets all along how it is that he comes to be
able to fence his prairics for a dollar where it cost three before. He
fails to consider that to this American industry he is indebted for the




2012

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 19,

‘benefit, the beneficence conferred upon every farmer in the broad West
_and Southwest and throughout this whole country the boon of saving
_for every rod of his ferce a dollar on a rod; and he is unwilling that

the man who saved it to Lim shall have 5 cents out of the dollar. That

is the position the Senator takes. And so influenced by his zeal and
_ conviction and bias and prejudice—so called by the Senator from New

Jersey—is he in this effort to see to it that those who conferred that

favor on the farmers of the West shall not have 5 cents in that dol-

lar in their favor, that he is willing to adopt and fasten upon this

. country a policy that is sure to compel him to pay to the foreign pro-
ducer that dollar when the reward and the benefit is on that side; to
the laborer on that side who works for 50 centswhen the laborer on this
gide has a dollar, and the capital on thatside will supply this market
and set its own price. ;

I do not desire any policy that will work the slightest harm to the
farmer who has this blessingnow. I desire tosee his fence kept as cheap

_asitisnow. I do not believe that any policy is so sure to carry out
that result as the policy that will be sure to keep the manufacture in
this country.

The Senator from Texas talks about the burdens that are put on the

. shoulders of the farmers in this country and how little benefit they
have. Was he not told here the other night by the tables from the

Treasury Department that 33 per cent. of all the revenues of the coun-

try were collected off the products of the soil when they come in here

in competition with our own products of the soil; 33 per cent. of it all
is gathered from products of the soil brought in here in competition

with the products of the soil at home? .

Sir, the nation has not been unmindful of the interests of the farmer.
It should not be. He should be recognized everywhere; he is the most
important of all the important elements making up the producers of

- this country, and I am thankful to know that the figures demonstrate
- the justice to him of the tariff policy of this Government. But, sir,
woe betide the day when he shall be at the mercy of the foreign pro-
. ducer, whether it be the gatherer of the soil abroad or the mechanical
industries abroad. Let him be independent here; let him .depend
upon his own neighbors and his own fellow-citizens here for what
he wants, and he will be most sure thereby to get not only the best
-quality but at the fairest prices.
Mr. COKE. Just one word in reply to the Senator from Massachu-
Csetts [Mr. DAWES]. The farmers of this country are already at the
mercy of the foreign producers and foreign consumers for all they make
to sell, and they are at the mercy of home manufacturers for all they
must buy. Ifyou place a man in the power of another who buys from
him, and then in the power of somebody else from whom he must buy,

T can not imagine a worse position for him to be in. The farmer’ssur-

plus is priced in foreign markets in competition with all the pauper

labor of the world; yet the Senator from Massachusetts would have him

ed up, a Chinese wall built around him, so that he can not spend
the little allowed him in foreign countries for his surplus, where he
could get low-priced , but must dispose of it here, and he would
by legislation enable monopolists at home to fleece him at will, by
shutting out all competition. That is the Senator’s position.

Sir, this very fencing wire that the honorable Senator desires to see
raised still higher in price is already protected by a duty of at least
30 per cent. in favor of his constituents who manufacture it. Is not
that enongh, without making it greater? Sir, the labor in that manu-
facture does not equal 20 per cent.; 30 per cent. duty pays back to the
manufacturer every dollar that he expends for the labor in the wire;
yet the Senator says that because I do not want it taxed any higher
therefore I desire to turn the trade of this country over to foreigners.

I am in favor of protecting the American laborer in a proper way.
We have got a tariff that piles up taxation upon every article he hasto
buy. Everybody knows that ninety-nine out of one hundred laborers
consume all their wages in purchasing the necessaries of life, and pay
one-half more in this conntry for the necessaries of life than is paid out-
side of this country, and they tgg that much more on account of the
tariff tax; yet this very tariff sweeps away their earnings is said to
be enacted solely for their benefitand in their interest. Sir, there never
was a ter fraud perpetrated in the name of an industrious and hon-

-est ang a deserving class than is being perpetrated in the name of the

laboring people of America in this tariff. It does not protect laborers.
No, sir; it eats up their substance; it takes away, absorbs, their wages,
and when the difference in the purchasing power of wages in America
and Europe is liquidated the balance is absolutely in favor of European
wages; necessarily so, because our tariff puts everything on stilts, puts
everything away up, and the laboring man has to spend every dollar he
earns.

Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts that
I desire to turn over the commerce of this country to Enropean lahor
and European capital is untrue in any particular or in any respect.
This product of barbed wire is already protected by a greater amount of
duty than all the labor that enters into its manufacture. If his con-
stituents can not sustain themselves on it they ought to fail.

It is certain that consnmers should not be taxed more highly for this
necessary article. If American labor is the object of the Senator’s so-
licitude I submit that the per cent. already imposed on this article is

more than the tribute which should be exacted from four-fifths for the
benefit of one-fifth. When it is considered that instead of being for
the benefit of one-fifth this duty is really in the interest of a few men
who own thecapital invested in the manufacture of this article, the ar-
gument is still stronger.

This wire is the farmer’s raw material and is a great factor in the de-
velopment of the West and Southwestern country. It is indispensable
and should be as little burdened as the manufacturer’s raw material,
which in many instances in this bill has been admitted free of duty, I
hope the Senate will vote down the amendment.

Mr. HOAR. I want simply to put on record, without prolonging the
debate, an absolute denial of the assertion which the Senator from Texas
has made, that the protection on this productis greater than the entire
sum paid for the labor.

Mr. SAULSBURY. When this guestion was before us in Commit-
tee of the Whole I made the motion to except wire from the provisions
imposing an additional duty upon the metal when galvanized. The
committee, I understood, adopted my amendment. I find, however,
that now the word *‘ fence'’ is interpolated, but how it came so I do
not know. I was not here when the question was before the Senate, -
after it passed out of committee, and I suppose the word * fence’’ was
inserted before *‘ wire’’ in the Senate.

I differ entirely from the Senator from New Jersey in saying that
this is a mere deference to a granger sentiment. In my remarks in
Committee of the Whole I placed it distinctly upon the ground that
the protection given to the manufacture of wire was ample to protect
it in every shape, whether galvanized or not. You will find that wire
rods are taxed six-tenths of 1 cent a pound—the rods out of which the
wire is drawn. The process of drawing the wire out of the rods can
be done very rapidly by those engaged in it. Then when you come to
protect wire—the wire of the size used for fencing purposes—the duty
is placed at 2 cents per pound. So there is 1.4 cents protection over
and above what is paid on the iron rod, and that I hold is ample pro-
tection to the manufacture of wire, whether it be galvanized or not
galvanized. We made an effort to get it down to 14 cents, but it was
unsuccessful. That proposition was defeated.

Now, the process of galvanizing wire, I nnderstand, is a very simple
process. Iam told that the wire is simply adjusted to a crank ora
reel and drawn rapidly through a bath of galvanized matter, the cheap-
est material of galvanizing, and that fifteen or twenty rods at a time
may be drawn through this bath and passed onto the reel, so that the
pﬁ is an inexpensive one as compared to the galvanizing of other
me

This is a matter of very great importance to the farming interests of
the country. The timber of the country is fast disappearing, and re-
sort must be had to wire or other materials to inclose land and keep up
the fencing necessary to protect the crops. The additional half a cent
a pound proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to be placed npon
this will cost the farmers a very large amount of money.

One of the Senators from Massachusetts said the process of galvan-
izing iron and making barbed-wire fence had saved annually tothe farm-
ers $40,000,000. That seems like a very extravagant estimate to me,
but it may be true. If thereis that amount of fencing wire used half
a cent a pound additional placed upon it will cost the farmers of this
country a vast ameunt.

In reference to the competition with galvanized wrought-iron for
fencing wire, the Senators from Massachusetts need have no apprehen-
sion, because barbed wire is patented in this country and can not be
manufactured abroad. There is an American patent for barbed wire,
and no foreign barbed wire can come in competition withit; but if this
additional half cent is placed npon wire fencing, the Senators from
Massachusetts will find that they have defeated the object they have in
view. The farmers are not going to be made tributary to the manu-
facturers of barbed wire in New d or anywhere else; other wire
will enter into competition, and I have seen long fences not galvanized,
and I apprehend that the farmers if compelled to be tributary to the
manufacturers of galvanized barbed wire will find it to their interest
to defeat that attempt to make them tributary by adopting wire that is
not galvanized, though it may not last quite so long.

The apprehension that our barbed iron wire would be bronght into
competition with European wire is a mistake, because, as I understand,
this barbed iron wire is an American invention and there is an Ameri-
can patent upon it. I may be mistaken about that point, but that is
my information, and if so there can be no foreign competition with it.
The duty of 2 centsa pound provided for by the bill is ample protection
{g:d all that interest, whether the wire is galvanized or not galvan-

I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Senator from New Jer-
sey will fail and that the proposed amendment of the Senator from
Massachusetts will be denied.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.]

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment of

the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] to the amendment of the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ].
Mr. BAYARD. Let it be read.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

The amendment of the Senator from
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New Jersey will be first read, and then the amendment to the amend-
‘ment.

The AcTIxG SECRETARY. The amendmentis, on page 36, to strike
.out from line 788 to the end of line 800 and insert in lien thereof:

There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire, exee[;t. fence-wire and
except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger-lin, hereinbefore provided for,
when galvanized or coated with any metal, alloy, or mixture of metal, by any
procesa whatever (not ineluding paints), one-half of 1 cent per pound in addition
to the rates provided in this act; on iron wire rope and wire strand, 1 cent per
pound in addition to the rates imposed on the wire of which it is made; on steel
wire rope and wire strand, 1} cents per pound in addition to the rates imposed
on the wire from which it is made,

The amendment to the amendment is to strike out *‘ except fence-wire
and except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and tagger-tin hereinbefore pro-
vided for.”

Mr. HOAR. Who moved that last exception? I merely moved to
strike out the words *‘ except fence-wire.”’

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was all the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts moved.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas said that the protection upon
the wire was more than the price paid for the labor. Iwish tosay that
the honorable Senator is entirely mistaken in that belief. Hehasbeen
misled in some way, becanse a ton of thiswire has putinto it about $70
additional value by labor alone, as againstan added protection of about
twelve dollars and a half,

I wish to say further that I should like to hear from some man who
professes any sense of justice who resists this amendment. This wire,
as I am credibly informed, can be taken from the manufacturer in
America, carried across the Atlantic, and brought back at a less cost
than the duty which we have put in this very bill on the zinc which is
nsed in the proecess of galvanizing it. Now, how is it possible that any
Senator can vote for this exception? Ifisnotaquestion of theamount
of duty on wire or on the advanced products of iron or steel, but it isa
question of putting a duty upon the material for a particular process
and refusing a proportionate fractional duty to the manufacturer who
performs that process. That is all.

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have to say inreply to the Senator from
Massachusetts that the census figures show that the wages paid in the
iron and steel manufactories in the United States do not equal 20 per
cent. of the value of the manufactured products. It was upon those
figures that T made the estimate that 30 per cent., which is the amount
of protection on galvanized wire, would pay back and more than pay
back to the manufacturers the money expended for labor in its manu-

facture.

Mr. HOAR. Buf how in the world can the Senator from Texas de-
rive from those figures which he states the conclusion which he drew,
or anything like it, supposing them to betrue. I havenotinvestigated
them to sec whether they are as correct as his citation of Mr. Evarts
the other day.

Mr., COKE. That was correct.

Mr. HOAR. The citation of Mr. Evarts which the Senator made
was shown to be incorrect in every particular by producing the original
the other day. But suppose it were true that the average wagesin the
iron establishments in this country bore a certain proportion to the
value of the product, what has that to do with the question whether
the duty on steel wire is or is not greater than the whole amount paid
for the labor? There is no connection between the propositions. There
is no possibility of inferring one from the other.

Mr. COKE. Does not steel wire belong to the manufactures of iron
and steel ?

Mr. HOAR. The Senator might as well say because the average
value of all the horses in this country was $100 therefore the value of
the race-horse Dexterwas only $100. It would be asreasonable a deduc-
tion. One single establishment in my own city has a pay-roll of
$1,500,000 annually in the ranufacture of wire.

Mr. COKE. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts speaks of an erroneouns
quotation made by me from Mr. Evarts. I desire to say that I take
square issue with the Senator, and assert that I quoted Mr. Evarts’s
exact language. I assert further that the letter itself, taken from the
first word to the concluding word, may be read throughout and that
there was not a word or a sentiment in any line or part of it that was
not in consonance with the part I read.

Mr. HOAR. So the man who left all the nots out of the command-
ments quoted the exact language that remained, but he totally
the meaning of the commandments. The Senator from Texas the other
day quoted a single sentence of Mr. Evarts from which he claimed
that the necessaries of life abroad were less than in thiscountry. After
the Senator had got through with it I took that letter up nation by
nation, Great Britain, Ireland, Seotland, and the continent, and showed
that what he affirmed was directly the contrary in regard to each one
ot them, taking the sentences before where the Senator began and the
sentences which followed where he left off.

Mr. COKE. Thequotation made by me from the letter of Mr. Evarts
was one of his conclusions derived from the testimony of all the consuls
residing in foreign countries aceredited from the United States. His
conclusions were numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and so on, each an independent
emd integral proposition. It was the conclusion No. 9 in which Mr.
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Evarts stated that American laborers perform from one and a half to
twice as much labor as the foreign operatives, and I argned from that
conclusion and from other facts with reference to the cost of living and
wages and other results.

Mr. HOAR. That was becanse the foreign laborer was getting em-
ployed his whole time; that was all.

Mr. COKE. I amspeakingof theaccuracy of my quotation from Mr.
Evarts, which has been impugned by the Senator from Massachusetts.
I read it as Mr. Evarts wrote it, and my argnment upon it was not an-
swered by the Senator from Massachusetts. He can not escape its con-
clusions, and his effort toshow that Mr. Evarts was not correctly repre-
sented in my quotationscan not aid him, for Mr. Evarts’s letter is of record
here and so are my quotations, and I aver that he was exactly, in letter
and in spirit, correctly represented, and if I am wrong nothing is easier
than to show it. T again assert, on the authority of the official figures
of the census, that the duty now on fencing-wire, which the Senator
from Massachusetts seeks to increase, is more than enough to pay back
to the manuficturer every dollar he pays for labor in its manufacture.
If I am not right, then official figures are wrong; that is all.

Mr. INGALLS. DMr. President, when the Senator from Massachu-
setts first addressed the Senate upon this subject he was good enough to
assure the country that the American farmer was neither dishonest nor
unjust. That is a concession forwhich I have no doubt when he learns
it he will be duly grateful. The Senatorwas good enough also still fur-
ther to admit that the American farmer was intelligent and could
neither be duped nor imposed upon by attempts to pander to what he
was pleased to call his prejudices. I agree with him also in that, but
I beg to assure the Senator from Massachunsetts that while the American
farmer is both intelligent and patriotic he has a very decided purpose
in view with regard to the future politics of thiscountry. He doesnot
desire that the fires shall be extinguished in any furnace; he would not
stop the hum of the spindle nor the clamor of the forge, but I can as-
sure the Senator that the American is determined to have an equaliza-
tion of the burdens of government and society.

Take thisarticle that we are considering. The Senator says that great
benefits have been conferred upon agricultural communities by the in-
vention of fence-wires. That is very true, and if the question of the
protection that should be given to the labor in its manufacture were all
that is involved, it is very probable that he would not protect. Butin
the first place, you impose a duty of §6.50 per ton upon the pig-iron
from which the steel is made. I assert, as I have heretofore asserted,
and as I now reiterate, that there is not one ton of ore, there isnot one
pound of pig-iron imported into this country that is in any just sensea
competitive product to any American ore east of the Alleghany Mount-
ains. If is absolutely necessary to mix with the low-grade ores of this
country for the purpose of manufacturing steel. One of the man-
ufacturers of steel in Pennsylvania told me this morning that his plant
for the manufacture of that product was worth more than $1,000,000,
and that every cent that he was compelled to pay for the pig-iron that
he imported was a direct tax upon his raw material thathe was obliged
to charge over to the consumers of his product.

This is the first step in this industry. Then after the wire is drawn
and barbed the farmer is compelled to pay a royalty to the patentees,
amounting to three-quarters of a cent or $16.80 for every ton that is
manufactured. I am not insensible to the value of American inven-
tion; but to say that it is just thatone firm in the Senator’s own town,
to which he has alluded, should be compelled to pay an annual roy-
alty of $130,000 for the use of what is known as the patent on fence-
wire is preposterous. The barbs upon fence-wire as a matter of fact
are no more than slivers upon a pine fence. Barbed fence-wire one of
the great inventions of American industry! Mr. President, barbed
fence-wire is one of the simplest of all possible applications of matter
for the purpose of producing any given result. It is not a fence; it is
an admonition, it is an appeal to the reasoning nature and reflective
faculties of the animal by which he is advised that pain will follow in
case he impinges the substance, but to say that this‘is an application of
geninsfto réahw material that autilorizes, eg;?lua, or jhustiﬁw the w!iﬁxm-
ance of such an extravagant impost as that upon the great agricultural
and pastoral and grazing regions of this country for an indefinite period
of time is simply absurd.

Mr. HOAR. Thatis not the statement, if my friend from Kansas will
permit me. It is not the simple invention of the barb on the fence; it
is the invention of the mechanism, of which there are some six hundred
different inventions in number, which makes that product so cheap in
comparison with its former cost when it was hammered out or drawn
out by hand, that a rod of this fence-wire of three separate wires can be
made, posts and all, for 45 or 50 cents. That is the value of the inven-
tion.

Mr. INGALLS. The inventive genius of New England has been
lying in wait for the human race for the last two hundred years, and
has been levying tribute upon every nation and people and country on
the face of the earth. I have no donbt that that ingenuity can find
abundant excuse and copious reason for every additional exaction that
it is proposed to levy hereafter.

When the Senator says that this isa patent, is valuable in consequence
of the invention of machinery, how does he change it? Here are two
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parallel strands of wire, the simplest of all forms of matter, drawn out
side hy side and twisted as they proceed for the purpose of enveloping
a barb that stands out upon either gide for the purpose of admonishing
cattle not to approach the barrier. The Senator says that that is one
of the most stupendous inventions of human ingenuity. Not long since
he declared that the man who invented it was superior to the great
conquerors of England, and drew a picture of the honors that ought to
be conferred npon him, statues and monumental memorials for the pur-
pose of commemorating the immense benefits that he had conferred
upon mankind. .

It i3 utterly preposterous and absurd to tell any sensible man who
uses barbed wire for inclosing his ground that he ought to pay $16.80
a ton to the patentees of New England for using that simple invention.
It is the veriest nonsense that ever was uttered. DBut we are asked, in
addition to the tariff im in the first place upon the raw material,
then to pay this exorbitant royalty to the inventor; but afterward,
should the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey prevail, we
shall be subjected to the still greater addition of more than §33 a ton
to exclude the product of the foreign manufacturer who draws the wire,
and in drawing it allows it to pass through a thin bath of zinc or some
other metal so that it may be coated to avoid oxidization. Thus there
are three imposts, one after the other, all of them a direct burden upon
the men who use it; but that is not all.

These people live at a great distance from the source whence these
articles are supplied. After they have been thus burdened with these
three great-imposts what further occurs? They are compelled to bear
the additional expense of a vast and extortionate sum for the transpor-
tation to the ground where it is to be used. Yet thoseof us who live
in the producing portion of this country, who raise seven-eighthsof all
the products that we exggnrt, who pay three-fourths of your taxes, are told
that all this is for the benefit of American industry, and that we ought
to be thankful for the opportunities that are offered s of paying these
great impositions and bending our backs to those intolerable burdens.

I have, as I said the other night, no sympathy whatever with the
doctrines of free trade or of a tariff for revenue only. I know as well
as the most stringent protectionist that to make free trade equitable
there must be equality of conditions, equality of climate, equality of
soil, equality of wages, equality of interest, equality of accumulated
capital, and equality of facilities for reaching the markets of the world.
I understand all that, sir; but when you tell the producing classes of
this country that their burdens are only equal to those borne by the
people who live in the manufacturing portions of this land, they are
intelligent enough to kmow the contrary, and none of the sophistry,
none of the blandishment, none of the poetry of the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts or any of his associates upon this subject will lead them to
believe that they are not subject to a vastly greater share of the bur-
dens of this Government than they ought to bear, and they never will
be at rest until they have secured an equalization of its burdens.

In regard to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey,
the clause that he has inserted for the purpose, as I suppose, of persuad-
ing those who represent agricultural States that they can safely afford to
vote for it, I assure him that it is a delusion and a snare. There is no
wire imported as fence-wire; it is deseribed in the tariff schedules as of a
certain gange. Certain gauges are used for fence; certain other ganges
are for telegraphy; certain portions are used for manufacturing
wire rope; and to say that the definition in parentheses that fence-wire
shall be free from duty would be of any advantage is simply without
foundation, because there is no wire known as fence-wire. It can be
imported for any purpose that the purchaser pleases. If he buys it as
telegraph-wire it may be used for fencing or it may be used for making
wire rope.

Thergfeore I can see no reason why any person, whether he believes
in free trade or protection, should vote for that. Beyond this the tax
that is proposed to be levied upon this product is monstrously extor-
tionate and excessive. I believe the Senator proposes upon the wire to
levy a tax of 1} cents per pound. Is that correct?

Mr. McPHERSON. Upon steel wire of this character. [Exhibit-
ing.] The Senator will observe that there are more than 1,000 strands
of wire in that.

Mr. INGALLS. Let me see the amendment.

Mr. McCPHERSON. On steel-wire rope 1} cents, on iron-wire rope
1 cent a pound. Itis a very fine quality of wire used for certain special

E. INGALLS. ‘‘There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel
wire (except fence-wire, and except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and
tagger-tin, hereinbefore provided for), when galvanized or coated with
any metal, alloy, or mixture of metals, by any process whatever (not
including paints), one-half of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates
provided in thisaet.”” That is to say, if it is galvanized by this simple
process of running the wire as it is drawn through a bath or solution of
melted metal, it is to pay the sum of $11.20 per ton. Is that correct?

Mr. McPHERSON. That is correct.

AMr. INGALLS. In addition to theroyalty of $16.80 to the patentee
it is to pay the additional duty of $11.20 if it is coated or galvanized
with zine or any other metal.

Mr. McPHERSON. And at the present price of zinc with which it
is coated or galvanized it can not be done profitably at that rate.

Mr. INGALLS. I should be very much surprised indeed to learn
that. In fact I have been advised by those who are competent to in-
struct me that it is not possible that it can cost to coat this wire with
zine or any other metal in solution over one-fourth of' 1 cent per pound.

_ On iron wire rope and wire strand, 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates
imposed on the wire of which it is made.

That is to say $22.40 additional,

Mr. McPHERSON. Iwish to state to the Senator that if yon take
the wire that has been used in the construction of the Brooklyn bridge,
for instance, to illustrate by the cost to the parties who took the con-
tract to do that, it cost more than 1 cent a pound to make the wire
from the wire strand, and unlesssome provision of this kind is inserted
in the hill, you can import wire rope just as cheap as you can the ma-
terial from which it is made.

Mr. INGALLS. ‘““On steel wire rope and wire strand 1} cents per
pound inaddition to the ratesimposed on the wire from which it ismade.”’
That is to say, $33.60 per ton in addition to the duty upon the wire.
I have a very profound regard for the interests of American industry,
but I have this to say, that if upon the simple necessities of daily life,
if upon these articles which are essential to the continuation of our
civilization it is necessary upon this theory of the protection of Amer-
ican labor and American industry to impose these burdens upon the
people who get no equivalent in return, we had better abandon the idea
altogether and allow these things tobe manufhctured abroad and come
in free of duty.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed to detain the
Senate, to address the Senate so frequently as I have upon thissubject,
but I ought not to let the observations of the Senator from Kansas go
by without a single further remark.

The Senator speaks of sophistry and the burdens upon the farmer.
What is the proposition here so far as I have discussedit? Itisapropo-
sition to put a quarter of a cent per pound, three-fourths of a cent a rod
upon wire fence, a ton of which would make about seven hundred rods,
as an equivalent for a duty which in the same bill you have placed at
1} cents a pound, or 4} cents a rod upon the material of which this gal-
vanizing process is made. Thatis the proposition. Thatisthe burden,
and that is the appeal to the justice of the farmers of America.

Mr. INGALLS. That is a part of the burden.

Mr. HOAR. That is the burden which we are discussing, and that
is the whole of it, not a part of it. You have taken this process of
%alvanizing or dipping in zine, and you have said for every rod of wire

ence nsing three pounds of zinc the manufacturer of this fence shall
pay 4} cents of duty for his material, saying nothing about the cost of
his putting it on, and thereupon we say give us at least an advantage
of one-fourth of a cent a peund, or three-fourths of a cent a rod as a
partial equivalent. The Senator from Kansas undertakes to divert the
Senate by an argument in which he speaks of me as using sophistries,
appealing to the justice of men talking about the duty on pig-iron.
Does the new manufacturer of wire, does the manufacturer of anything
in New England receive that duty on pig-iron? He pays it.

Mr, INGALLS. No, the consumer pays it.

Mr. HOAR. He pays it before he begins his manufacture of it, and
for every ton of material there goes to the Pennsylvanian or the Ohio
man or to the Missourian who produces the pig-iron this duty of $6.50
advance. Then comes the nextstep, the Bessemer steel, the steel rod, or
the steel bar; and that, too, is protected by a duty of 40 per cent. ad
valorem, just placed by the action of the Senate. None of these things
are for the advantage of the New England manuficturer; they are the
burdens which he carries upon his shoulders when he begins his proc-
ess, and how unfair, how unjust, how sophistical it is to undertake to
allude to those things when we are asking for this simple protection !

Mr. President, under this bill, largely made up by the assistance of
the Senator from Kansas, largely made up by the assistance and with
the concurrence of Senators who are voting against us, you can take this
wire when it is made from the American workshop, carry it across the
Atlantic, galvanize it in England, pay the freights both ways, and bring
it back and sell it at a less amount than the duty which you compel us
to pay on our zine which is used in the process of galvanizing, for the
benefit of the zine producers of Missouri and Southwestern Virginia and
Ilinois. I do not believe that there is a farmer on this continent who
would think that was just. I do not believe there is a farmer on this
continent who would say that he was not willing to pay the little ex-
pense of three-fourths of a cent a rod on his wire fence rather than be
made a party to that injustice.

In regard to another thing to which the Senator from Kansas ad-
verted, I did not say and I never have said that the mere process of
inventing the barbing of wire fence or the mere process of weaving two
gingle straight strands of wire into one constituted the inventor the
mighty benefactor of the human race. I do say that the result of this
most intricate, delicate, and beautiful mechanism, using a combination
of labor of the highest skill and of mechamism of the greatest ingenuity,
has been to substitute for the blacksmith hammering out the bar with
the power of his right arm, and then taking the cold wire and drawing
it with pinchers through a single block (which was done within the
memory of living men at a cost probably of several hundred dollars &
ton, I donot know what the cost of the wire then was), the reducingit by
this cheap process by which the fences of this country are now furnished,
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posts and all, for a little over 50 cents a rod—I say that is one of the
greatest benefits conferred on the human race, and especially conferred on
that most honorable and eminent portion of the human race who obtain
their living by agricultural pursuits. I say that the men whose com-
bined genins has produced that result in the mechanical arts of life are
men far more deserving of honor or of statues, or of praise in a Senate
which represent the people of a republic, than the occupant of Blenheim
House or of Apsley House, or any of the victories which England has
won and has recom by title, and rank, and fortune.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the
Senator from Massachusetts to what I wish fo state, based on informa-
tion acquired in business for myself and for some of my neighbors. I
have had some experience in the purchase of this barbed wire. I have
looked into it a little. It costsat the factories when we buy it at what
is called the wholesale 9} or 9} cents a pound, 1 do not remember which.
I put it at 9} cents; that makes a ton of this wire cost at the factory,
without any transportation, $212.80,

Mr. PLUMB. I know the Senator does not want to fall into an
error, but either he has done so or something very extraordinary has
occurred in his buying of this wire. The highest and best kind of the
barbed wire sells at retail, that is by the single coil, in Kansas, for 9
cents a pound; that is the galvanized wire.

Mr. GEORGE. I have purchased it in Cincinnati at 9} cents,

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I have pur-
chased galvanized fence wire in Texas at retail and by the coil, and have
paid 11 and 11} cents a pound for it.

Mr. PLUMB. Eighteen cents might have been paid for it, but the
ordinary painted wire sells at 8 cents, and galvanized wire at 9 cents
by the single coil.

Mr, GEORGE. I am speaking of galvanized wire.

Mr. PLUMB. I amspeaking of galvanized wire which I have bought
within a recent period.

Mr, GEORGE. It costs us at Cincinnati 9} cents a pound, which
makes §212.80 a ton. But this is the statement to which I desire
specially to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. I
understand from authority which I believe to be good that the machine
which performs this wonderful work of putting the barbs on the wire
is patented and belongs to one man, or acompany of men, and that al-
though there are various factories in the United States in which the
barbed wire is made, there is not only a royalty paid on all thatis made,
but the owner of the patent in addition to that, I understand it to be
the fact, absolutely fixes the minimum price at which the wire is to be
sold; or, in other words, that those who pay him a royalty of three-
fourths of a cent per pound are not permitted to compete with him, as
he has a factory, too, or with others who have similar factories, in the
markets; and thathe fixes absolutely the minimum price, below which
these manufacturers are not allowed tosell. Is thata fact or not?
Does the Senator know whether that is a fact?

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator that it has been represented
to me as he states it by those who sell barbed wire in Texas.

Mr. GEORGE. If that be the fact this is, if anything can be, a most
odious monopoly. It is just the same thing precisely as if there were
but one factory in the United States, belonging to one man or one com-
pany, having the absolute power of fixing the price at just such sumsas
the manufacturer sees proper.

Mr, HOAR. How does it differ from every other.patent under our
patent lJaws? The Constitution of the United States provides that we
shall promote the interests of the mechanic arts, and that is one of the
wisest and most beneficent clauses in the Constitution, by granting to
inventors for limited periods the exclusive use of their inventions, I
know nothing about the particular thing which the Senator alludes to,
but what he says is merely a translation of that clause of the Constitu-
tion which applies to every invention.

Mr. GEORGE. The Constitution authorizes us to give the inventor
a monopoly in the use of his patent, but he onght to be satisfied with
that and not require of us toincrease that monopoly by putting a high
protective or a prohibitory duty upon the articles out of which the wire
is made. One monopoly is enough; one advantage is enough; he has
got that under the patent law.

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator's proposition is, if I understand him,
as he appealed to me, I will take the liberty of interposing——

Mr. GEORGE. Of course.

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s proposition is that whatever else should
be benefited by protection, or by revenue with incidental protection,
to mse the Democratic phrase, the inventors of this country are never to
be benefited in that way. If a man hasa patent, his industry is not to
share in the advantage of protection or of revenue with incidental pro-
tection.

Mr. GEORGE. That is not my proposition, Mr. President.

Mr. HOAR. Why not, will the Senatorexplain? The Senatorseems
to have abandoned his first proposition, that it is a monopoly under the
Constitution and was an exceedingly odious thing. I do not under-
stand that he reaffirms that; but now he says that, while he will not
state that, he will say that the patentee should not be advantaged by
the protective system. At least that is what I understand my friend
to say. I should like to see why he does not say it.

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will listen he will understand what

I mean. I meant to say that whilehehasa {ntentnnder the laws and
under the Constitution of the United States, I wonld not interfere with
that, because he has a legal right to it; but I do say that having that
advantage he has no right to come before the Senate and ask as a pro-
tection to his industry, in order to enable him to make more money
than he can make out of his patent, an additional protection. I say
his patent is a sufficient protection to him, and he ought not to have
any more.

Mr. HOAR. If the honorable Senator will permit me (and I would
not interrupt him except for his aj ing to me when he made the
argument) nobody is saying that thing in thiscase. These people have
a patent, or rather there have been several hundred inventions going to
the perfection of this wonderful mechanism, somg, of which are still
covered by patents and receive royalty. What they are talking about
now is that when they galvanize their wire, which is nota patent process,
you have no right in common honesty or common decency to say that
they shall pay 4} cents protection for every rod they make of wire fenc-
ing as an advantage to the English galvanizer of wire without some
little corresponding protection on their part. They say, in other words,
that when you give them your patent, whatever justice requires, it is
not at least decent to knock it on the head by putting 4} cents a rod
protection in favor of the English manufacturer who competes with
their patent. That is the proposition we are discussing now. Will
you give us a drawback on the zinc we use?

Mr. SLATER. How much zinc does it take ?

Mr. HOAR. It takes a pound of zinc to galvanize a rod of fence.

Mr. GEORGE. Thisisa big monopoly. It is what you may call
an ext i monopoly. The patentee in this case does what no
other patentee I ever heard of does. Ie does not sell the right for a
royalty to everybody who wants to go into the market and make this
barbed wire and allow the price to be brought down by the fair and
open competition of the persons to whom he has sold the right and to
whom he charges the royalty, but he assumes in his contract to fix a
minimum below which these parties, however beneficial it might be to
them and to their consumers to sell below, are not allowed tosell. Isay
that a company or a single individual who has thus secured a monop-
oly under the Constitution and under the laws in the shape of a pat-
ent-right, and who has thus abused, as I believe it, his patent-right by
undertaking to fix a minimum price below which it shall mot be sold,
has no right to come before this body and ask us to impose additional
burdens upon the consumers of this article by granting him additional
protection. -That is my idea.

Mr, HOAR. I should like to ask my honorable friend a question.

'11‘!‘11; PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yie

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, for a question.

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the Senator were himself to be the owner of
a patent-right. Suppose hesold that right to use the thing in different
States, would he permit, after he had sold the right and exacted the
royalty from one man, another buyer of the same thing to undersell
that person and drive him out of the market; or would he affix a rea-
sonable stipulation of this kind? Is not that the universal practice
of patentees ?

Mr. GEORGE. I understand it is not the universal practice. I un-
derstand that these patent-rights are sold with reference to certain local-
ities; that a man has a right for a State or a county, or for two States
or five States, or in that way; but I understand that when he becomes
the owner of a patent, after he pays the royalty, he has ordinarily a right
to sell it at just such price as he pleases.

‘Why is it—and I want an answer to this question—with his three-
quarters of a cent per pound royalty that he interferes with the natural
right of the manufacturer of the wire by fixing a price below which it -
may not be sold, not above which he may charge as much as he pleases
to the consumer. He has a right to charge enormous rates, enormous
profits, but he has no right to go below the minimum. That is the
arrangement which has been made; and I undertake to say that when
a company which has thus got the monopoly of manufacturing so useful
an article as barbed wire not only attempts but actually succeeds in fix-
ing an arbitrary price without reference to the cost of the article, with-
ountreference to the cost of the labor on it, or without reference to the cost.
of material used in it, fixes an arbitrary price below which no consumer-
can ever acquire it or procure it—I say when he does that he has no-
right to come here and ask that we give him an additional power, an.
additional benefit, an additional advantage over the consumer. I hope
that the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts will not

P 2

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, on the presentand former occasions
this barbed-wire question has consumed considerable time of the Sen-
ate. I think it quite as dangerous to Senators as it is tostock. So far
asIam concerned, I am as full of information as I can hold on thissub-
Jject, and I think that the average Senator has reached some conclusion
upon the point, and I ask for a vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on the amendment of
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] to the amendment of the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON|.

Mr. HOAR called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

+
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Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was ealled). On
this subject I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.

BUTLER].

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired withthe
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GArLAND]. T donot know how he would
vote, and I still less know how I would vote myself.

Mr. SLATER (when Mr. GROVER’S name was called). My colleague
[Mr. GROVER] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KEL-
LoGgG]. The Senator from Louisiana was paired with me, and I have
transferred the pair to my colleague.

Mr, BAYARD (when Mr. HALE'S name was called). The Senator
from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
PexpreToxN]. I was requested to announce the pair.

Mr. LOGAN (wln his name was called). I was paired with the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Browx]. He is not in his seat, and I with-
hold my vote. .

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Vax Wyck].

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called).
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JOHNSTON].

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 1 am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. Larmay]. If he were here, I should
vote ‘‘nay."’

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLisox]. T do not know how he would vote,
and I therefore refrain from voting.

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). I was paired with the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. H1LL], but the pair is transferred to the
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], who is indisposed. If present, the
Senator from Texas would vote ‘‘ nay.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. PUGH. I was requested by the Senator from Delaware [Mr.
SAULSBURY ] to state that he is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. SAWYER]. .

Mr. BECK. My colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS] is necessarily absent,
and I desire to announce his pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
SHEEMAN].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the affirmative.

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that I did not notice the absence of
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WiLLiams]. Indeed, I supposed my
pair was out. I withdraw my vote.

The result was announced—iyeas 16, nays 27; as follows:

1 am paired with the

The Senator from Ohio has voted in

YEAS—I16.
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt,
Anthony, Frye, McMMillan, Rollins,
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Millerof N. Y., Sewell,
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, Tabor.

NAYS-—27,
Bayard, Farley, Ingalls, Pugh,
Beck, George, Jackson, Slater,
Call, Gorman, Jonas, Vance,
Cockrell, Groome, Jones of Florida, Vest,
Coke, Hn:l;mon. McDill, Voorhees,
Davis of I1L., Ha Miller of Cal., ‘Walker,
Davispf W. Va., Harrison, Plumb,

ABSENT—33.

Allison, Ferry, Logan, Saunders,
Barrow, Garland, MePherson, Sawyer,
Blair, Grover, Mahone, "
Brown, Hale, Maxey, Van Wyek,
Bautler, Hill, Mitchell, Williams,
Camden, Johrston, Morgnn, Windom.
Cameron of Pa., Kellogg, Pendleton,
Edmunds, T, Ransom,
Fair, Lapham, Saulsbury,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend-
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON].

Mr. BECK. Let it be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out on page 36,
from line 788 down to and including line B00—

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the proviso to be stricken out.

The ACTING SECRETARY. Itisproposed to strike out the following
proviso: y

And provided further, That wire rope and wire strand, of iron or steel wire,
shall pay the same rates of duty that are levied on the wire of which t are
made and one-fourth of 1 eent per pound additional : And provided further, L
on all of the kinds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or steel
hereinbefore in thisact eaumeram'i.except fence-wire when galvanized or coated
with any metal or alloy, or mixture of metals, by any process whatsoever, not
including paints, there shall be paid (excepting on what are known commer-
cially as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers-tin, and hereinbefore provided for),
one-fourth cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act.

And to insert in lien thereof:

There shall be paid on galvanized iron or steel wire (cxg:?t fence-wire, and
except also tin-plates, terne-plates, and m?gers-tin, hereinbefore provided for),
when galvanized or coated with any metal alloy, or mixture of metals, bya:x

h (not including paints), one-

Elrgeess what If of 1 cent per poun&. in ad-
on to the rates provided in this act. On iron wire oriron wire rope and wire
strand, 1 cent per pound, in addition to the rates imposed on the

of which
it is made, On steel wire or steel wire rope and wire strand, 1} cents per pound,

in addition to the rates imposed on the wire from which it is made.

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BECK. The Senator from New Jerscy seeks additional rates of
duty. Thewirethat he exhibits I believe is No. 26, most of it, and some
of it the very finest wire. We have already imposed a duty of 3 cents
a pound, $67.20 a ton, on all that character of wire, and now he wants
$33.60 a ton or 1} cents a pound more, making it over $100 a ton, and
it is all for the benefit of one or more corporations or bridge companies,
when the galvanizing process when run through does not require any
cleansing or any scouring or anything of that kind, and it does not cost
half a cent o pound to do it. An argument was made before the com-
mittee, I think in behalfof the Brooklyn Bridge Company, and we were
asked to give one-half a cent. 'We thoughta quarter of a cent enongh,

and so reported. I should like to hear why we should pay $100 a ton
duty on that character of wire. Ihave not heard any Senator give a
reason yet.

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know what the Senator means by say-
ing that any one appeared before the committee and asked for a
cent. Certainly nobody appeared before the committee, nobody was
permifted to appear before the committee, nobody did appear before the
committee and state anything about it. I know from those who are
engaged in the manufacture of wire rope that on the average it costs
them the amount I have named in the amendment to manufacture the
wire rope from the wire strand, as appears in the samples I hold in my
hand. These are samples of steel wire, in which it will be noticed that
the wire is as fine as possible, as fine as a hair. Elevator cord is made
out of it and various other articles of the very finest texture. It does
seem to me perfectly absurd, if this tariff bill is to be constructed upon
a basis of strict equality as between the different stages of manufacture,
that the Senate should be willing to leave this industry without any
notice whatever while other industries have been noticed. I know it
was stated before the commitiee that it wonld not cost more than a quar-
ter'of a cent a pound to do it. I believe the gentleman who appeared
before the committee was a member of the commission and he professed
to know something in regard to it, but about it he really knew nothing.
Against that yon have the statement of gentlemen who are engaged in
this manufacture. This is all I have to say about it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing
to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. McPIERSON].

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROWN (when Mr, BARROW’S name was called). I desire to
announce once more that my colleague [Mr. BARROW] is paired with
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATR]. The pair is to last
during the day.

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired on this
question with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN].

° Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). On
g:is snbj}ect I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.

UTLER].

Mr. KELLOGG (when his name was called).
Senator from Oregon [Mr. GROVER].

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. I wouldvote ‘‘yea,”
if he were here.

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the
Benator from Virginia [Mr. JouxsTON]. If he were present, Ishould

vote “‘yea.”
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Tam paired with the
The

Senator from New York [Mr. LApHAM].

Mr. BAYARD (when Mr. PENDLETON’S name was called).
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] is paired with the Senator from
Maine [Mr. HALE].

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the

Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLsox]. Ido not know how he would vote.
I should vote *‘nay.”’

I am paired with the

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr., WILLIAMS].
Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). My colleagne [Mr.

GARLAND] is paired for the present. He would vote ‘‘nay.” 1 an-
nounce also the pair of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY ] with the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. HiLr]. If the Senator from Texas wero
present, he wonld vote ‘‘nay.’’

The roll-call was concluded.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. There are not votes enough to make

4 quorum.
Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill voteasIsuppose the Senator from Kentucky

[Mr. WrLL1AMs] would vote if present. I vote “ nay.”
YEAS-8.

Cameron of Wis.,, Dawes, Millerof N. Y., Sewell,

Conger, Frye, Platt, Tabor.
VAYS—32.

Aldrich, Davisof W. Va., Harrison, Morrill,

g;:thony, g&rn;em:ﬁa, Hawley, leﬁb.

Beck, Georgye'. Jackson, ﬁ'ﬁu'm.

Call, Gorman, Jonas, Sherman,

' Groome, Jones of Florida, Siater,
Coke, Hampton, MeDill, Vance,
Davis of I1l., Harrg.a McMillan, Walker,
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ABSENT—36.

Allison, Garland, Lapham, Ransom,
Barrow, Grover, Iogl]?' Saulsbury,
Blair, Hale, MePherson, Saunders,
Brown, 1Til, Aahone, Sawyer,
Butler, Hoar, Maxey, Van Wycek,
Camden, Johnston, Miller of Cal., Vest,
Camcron of Pa., Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, Voorhees,
Fair, Kellogg, Morgan, Williams,
Ferry, Lamar, Pendleton, Windom.

So the amendment was rejected. -

Mr. BROWN, Mr. President, I have repeatedly announced that, in
my opinion, we should raise the amount of revenue nec to an eco-
nomical administration of the Government by a tariff, and not by di-
rect taxation nor internal taxation. We must cither tax the people
indirectly by tariff to raise the necessary amount, or we must tax them
directly to collect the same amount. In either case they must pay tax
necessary to support the Government. Inboth cases the amount neces-
sary to its support is the same. I would raise that amount asour fathers
raised it and as the Democratic party when in power raised it before
;I:e war, by a tariff for revenue, with incidental protection to American

bor.

In adjusting the tariff I would, as a rule, admit free of taxation such
articles produced abroad as we do not produce at home, so as not to pro-
tect foreign labor in our markets by an increase of the price of their pro-
ductions to the detriment of home labor. To this rule I would ea
few exceptions, in case of articles of luxury used only by the wealthy
class. For instance, I would put areasonable tax on rosewood, mahog-
any, fine wines, broadcloths, and like articlesnot raised or made in this
country, and used only by the rich; and to the extent of the revenue
raised on such luxuries I would reduce the tax on some of the articles
of prime necessity used generally by the poorer

On the other hand, after making up the free-list on the basis just
mentioned, I would impose the tax by tariff to support the Government
as a rule on such articles produced abroad as we produce at home, thus
giving to American labor incidental protection to the extent of the
amount of tariff levied. To illustrate, hemp is raised abroad and im-
ported into this country. Hemp is also produced in this country.
Now, if we put a tariff of 20 per cent. ad valorem upon imported hemp
it costs the foreign importer 50 to land in our markets §100 worth of
hemp, and he must sellitin our markets for $120 instead of $100, which,
if there were no tariff, would be its market value. This fixes the price
and enables the American producer to sell the same quantity of hemp
of the same quality for $120, whichhe conld only have sold for $100 had
there been no tariff. This puts in the Treasnry toward the support of
the Government $20, and gives the American hemp producer in the
sale of his hemp $20 of incidental protection, and it prevents the col-
lection of the $20 by the tax-collector under a direct-tax law levying a
tax on the property of the citizen to aidin thesupport of the Government.
If the $20 is not raised by a tariff on the hemp of the foreign importer,
it must be raised by a direct tax on the land or the personal property
of the American hemp producer or other citizen.

But to this last-mentioned mode of imposing the tariff on articles of
foreign production which are also uced by our own citizens I
would make some exceptions, and as the exceptions to the rule first
mentioned apply to articles produced abroad and not produced at home,
which are Iuxuries, used chiefly by the rich, I wounld in the last class ex-
empt from tax certain articles of prime necessity in general use by the
poor. To illustrate, I would admit salt, which is produced at home and
abroad, free of all tax, because it is an article of absolute necessity; the
poorest family in the poorest eabin in all this broad land are absolutely
obliged to have it ; next to the air we breathe it is the most indispensable
necessity to every man, woman, and child in the land. I therefore move,
Mr, President, on page 80 of the bill, commencing with line 1861, to.
strike out the following language :

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 10 cents per one hundred
pounds; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred pounds,

And I move to insert in lien of that language :

Balt shall be placed on the free-list.

And now, Mr. President, nunder the rule I have laid down as in my
opinion the correct one I desire also to give notice that I shall move
at the proper time to make other amendments increasing the rates of
tariff fixed in this bill on several articles of luxury used by the wealthy
classes alone.  In my opinion we should compel those who use theselux-
uries to pay a higher rate of tax, so as to reduce to that extent the tax
on salt and other necessaries of life indispensable to the comfort of the
poorer classes, ;

On page 51, at line 1156, I find:

Champagne, and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not more
than one quart and more than one pfm, £6 per dozen bolitles.

I give notice I shall move to increase that to $8 a dozen hottles, and
then the other classes of champagne in about the like proportion.

8till wines, in casks, 40 cents per gallon. =

I give notice that I shall move to increase that to 50 cents per gal-
lon, and other grades in like proportion.

Cordials, liquors, &c., on page 53, I find are taxed $2 per gallon. I
shall move to strike out ' $2” and insert ‘*$2.50 per gallon.’’

On page 56 I find:

Cotton laces, embroideries, &e.

I shall move to make that 50 per cent. ad valorem.
On page 63 I find:

« Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, including broadeloths, &e,

Which now pay an ad valorem of 71.60 per cent. as I find by look-
ing at the list. I shall move to make that 75 per cent. ad valorem. On
page 67, taking the diflferent finer grades of carpets, I shall move to
make an increase in the tariff proposed by this bill on each of the finer
grades, but not on the lower grades used by our people generally.

On page 68, providing for a tariff upon silks, I shall move to change
the rate from 50 per cent. ad valorem as proposed in this bill, and make
it 70 per cent. ad valorem, and to put a tarifl of 20 per cent. ad valorem
then upon the cocoons, the raw material.

- On page 77 I shall move to make the tax on jewelry 35 per cent. ad
valorem instead of 25 per cent. ad valorem.

I see by looking at the present tariff imposed upon these different ar-
ticles that the bill before the Senate does not propose to make any change
in the rate of tariff now collected on fine brandies and fine wines. As
they are used as I have said almost exclusively by the wealthy and
those who are well able to pay the tariff upon them, Ithink thereshduld
be an increase and a like amount taken off prime articles of necessity
that are used by our people generally. The same rule applies to the
fine imported brandies, and cordials. I see that during the last year
there were imported into this country an amount of champagne wines
that paid $620,683.57 of revenue.

The present tariff on champagne is the same as now proposed by this
bill. 1t yielded last year a revenue of $620,683.57.

Still wines paid last year a revenue of $2,172,703.58. It was an ad
valorem rate of about 60 per cent. This bill proposes to continue the
same rate.

Brandy and other spirits paid last year a revenue of $2,878,608.09 on
an ad valorem of about 146 per cent.

Cordials last year paid a revenue of $246,447.55 on an ad valorem of
about 140 per cent.

Under the present tariff the finer class of woolens, including broad-
cloths, &e., pay 50 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, maki
an average ad valorem equivalent to about 71 per cent. The pro
tariff reduces this to about 65 per cent. ad valorem. I think as these
fine cloths are nsed by the class of society well able to pay for them, the
tariff on broadcloths and the finer goods ought to have been retained
at its present rate if not increased. During the last year we collected
from these articles $§9,076,164.77 of revenue. Why notstill collect that
amount on them. Those who use them are well able to pay the tax.
They are not articles of prime necessity. They may well be classed
as luxuries. Let those who use them pay the tax. It will take that
amount off of other articles which those much less able to pay tax are
obliged to use.

On carpets of twoor three of the finer grades, for instance the Aubusson,
Axminster, &e.,the present tariff is 50 per cent; the proposed fariif is 45
cents per square yard and 30 per cent. ad valorem; this would be 33 and
a fraction ad valorem, making a heavy reduction in that article. It
yielded last year $234,980.50.

Saxony, Wilton, &e., are taxed under the present tariff 70 cents per
square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 79.71 per cent.
ad valorem; the proposed tariff is 45 cents per square yard and 30 per
cent. ad valorem, equivalentto 52.96 per cent. ad valorem. Thisarticle
yielded last year $26,559.

On Brussels carpets the present tariff is 44 cents per square yard and
35 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 70.88 per cent.; the proposed
tariff is 30 cents per square yardand 30 percent. ad valorem, equivalent
to 54.46 per cent. They yielded last year $95,200.61. )

On patent velvet and tapestry velvet, &c., the present tariff is 40 cents
per square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 69.83 per
cent. ad valorem; the proposed tariff is 25 cents per square yard and
30 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 51.80 per cent. ad valorem. The
tax collected on it last year was $13,808.50.

On silk—all wares, &e., not specially enumerated—the present
tariff is 50 and 60 per cent., equivalent to 59.13 per cent. ad valorem;
the pro tariff is 50 per cent. ad valorem. It yielded last year
£22,574,412.62. I would make it 70 per cent., as already stated, and
20 per cent. on cocoons or the raw and reeled silk. This would give
20 per cent encouragement fo our women and children who produce
cocoons and raw silk, which this bill puts on the free list.

On jewelry the present tariff is 25 and 30 per cent. ad valorem; the
proposed tariff is 25 per cent. ad valorem. It yielded last year §103,-
244.52.

On cotton laces, &c., the present tariff is 35 per cent. ad valorem;
the proposed tariff is 40 per cent. ad valorem. It yiwelded last year
£2,334,798,78, : ;

The article of fine lace is used almost entirely by the wealthierclasses
of society who do not feel the difference of rate in a tariff, and I would
put the tariff up to a higher rate. Let it be paid by them and make a
corresponding reduction on some of the prime necessities of life used by
the poorer classes.
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In the matter of salt, which I have moved to strike from this part of
the bill and put on the free-list, I find that the present tariff is as fol-
lows:

On salt in bags the present tariff is 12 cents per hundred pounds, or
36.43 per cent. ad valorem; the proposed tariff is 10 cents per hundred
pounds, equivalent to 30.36 per cent. ad valorem. Onsaltin bulk the
present tariff is 8 cents per hundred pounds, equivalent to 67.33 per
cent. ad valorem; which is certainly a very high rate upon one of the
prime necessities of life. The proposed tariff is 6 cents per hundred
pounds, equivalent to 50.50 per cent. ad valorem. The two items or
classes of salt together yielded last year §715,243.13.

Why reduce the tariff on luxuries and still collect a tax on salt, which
everybody is obliged to have? A man can live without coffee, sugar,
tea, fine clothes or finebrandy; but every one must have salt. As it is
almost as necessary to human life as the air we breathe, let us make it
as free of taxation as the air. It should, in my opinion, be made an
exception to all rules that may require that it be taxed. It is noreply
to say that the articles of lnxury to which I have referred are now
taxed all they will bear. As the tariff now stands they paid into the
Treasury over $10,000,000 of revenue last year. The present tariff is
not prohibitory. The wealthier class would pay a higher tariff and
still use all they desire of each class of luxuries now used by them.
Why lighten their taxes to the injury of the great laboring and produc-
ing classes of our people? I am not willing to do it.

1 would take the tax off salt although it is an article that is produced
in this country as well as in foreign countries; but on account of the
prime necessity, the fact that everybody is obliged to use it, I would
put it on the free-list; and on these other articles of lnxury of which I
have given notice, on all of which footed up the revenue last year was
over $40,000,000, I would not only put on enough to make the amount
we take off salt, but I would go further and take off the taxes on some
other articles of necessity and lay higher taxes on these and other lux-
uries.

Mr. MORRILL. May Iinguire of the Senator from Georgia whether
he intends these amendments for this bill or for the one that is to be
proposed at the next session of Congress?

Mr. BROWN. Iintend them for this bill. I see that the Senator
from Vermont is now getting in great haste about the passage of this
bill. I have watched this thing more than a month. I said to some
friends more than a month ago that I'was satisfied that the chairman of
the committee would not carry this bill through Congress, and the rea-
son for it was this: complaint was made occasionally that there were
too many points made on the Democratic side and that the speeches on
minor points or unimportant points were long. I donotsay whetherit
was a just complaint in any case; but I think it very natural if the
chairman intended toecarry this bill through, when longarguments were
made on trivial points, thut he should getupand make clear, shortstate-
ments simply of the points in thecase andsay to us that he thought we
were consuming time nnnecessarily, ‘‘and when you are donediscussing
it we will take a vote.”” But insteadof that, my observation was that
if we made one rather long speech on this side on a point that was a
little trivial we usually had about two or threein return from that side;
we would discuss fora whole day a very small, unimportantamendment.
This thing has been kept up on oneside as well as the other, so that
neither can say thatit is the other’s fault. Hence during all the time
I have come to the conclusion that my friend from Vermont is not in
very great haste to pass this bill, as his questions now would seem to
indicate. I may be mistaken about it.

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment which I think will come in
appropriately at this moment of time. I ask that it be read.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair).

posed amendment will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out so much of
the bill as is described as section 2503 and insert the following:

That on and after the 1st day of July, 15883, and until the 1st day of July, 1884,
there shall be levied, ooliecte(:{.and paid 85 per cent. of the rates of duty which
are now required under the existing laws of the United States to be levied, col-
lected, and paid on ds, wares, and merchandise imported into the United
States; and on and after the 1st day of July, 1884, there shall be levied, collected,
and paid 75 per cent. of the rates of duties now required under the existin;i
laws of the United States to be levied, collected, and paid on goods, wares, and
merchandise imported into the United States. ]

Mr. MORGAN. That would be section 6 of the bill.

Mr. BROWN. I do not want to antagonize the Senator from Ala-
bama in his proposition to take up his amendment, though when he in-
troduced it to-day I expected it to be presented at a later stage.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator
from Alabama that if his amendment proposes to strike out the whole
tariff legislation in this bill, while it is in order for him at this time to
offer theamendment, every amendment that proposes to perfect the text
will take precedence of it and have to be voted upon before the question
can be put upon his amendment.

Mr. MORGAN. I appreciate the value of that su tion from the
Chair. I desire to offer it now and hope the Senate will considerit now,
for the reason that it seems that we are going on to offer a great many
amendments to this bill, as each Senator has the right todo of course,
and the debate may be protracted to a great length.,

The pro-

I entirely concur with the Senator from Georgia. I have no faith at
all that there was any serious intention to pass a tariff’ bill, unless it
might be merely to force it through one of the Houses during this ses-
sion of Congress. The immense sweep that thisbill has taken, the great
number of subjects that have been presented, the laborious efforts of
the committee at its explanation, the difficulty of understanding all of
its labyrinthian twistings and turnings, have been so great that we have
recognized the impossibility, after this body shall have considered it, of
having it considered by the House of Representatives in anything like
regular order. The House of Representatives are considering a sort of
parallel measure and are coming to their conclusions upon it; but this
bill ean never reach the House in time to have it properly considered
as such a measure should be in that body. That fact is apparent to
everybody.

Therefore I have been led to despair of giving to the country any of
that relief which it has so urgently demanded through the ballot-box,
through the public press, and through other means, in the revision of the
tariff, unless it can be reached through the medium of an amendment
of the character that I now suggest; that is, an amendment which will
reduce the tariff pro rata, say 10 or 15 per cent. during the first year,
and 10 or 15 per cent. during the second year, giving to the people of the
United States time under this revision and reduction to examine into
the subject and to instruet and assist their members in the House and
in the Senate in the readjustment of their industrial relations to the new
order of things. e

The Senate of the United States have never before undertaken a gen-
eral system of tariff reduction and revision. We have presented to us
now for the first time in our history a necessity for reducing the amount
of revenue gathered into our Treasury annually by a cutting down of
taxation. It is a peculiar condition that we areplaced in, and one that
demands of us very great circumspection and caution. We find that
under existing circumstances it is even more difficult to reduce a rate of
taxation lgvied through a tarifi' or through internal-tax laws so as toac-
commodate the reduced tax to a new condition of affairs than it is to
originate a new measure of taxation which will bring a needed amount
of money into the Treasury. In this work of reduction we have to an-
ticipate with far greater care than we would in the matter of the increase
of the tariff, and particularly where the tariff' is put upon new subjects
of taxation, for the reason that the industries of the country for twenty
years past have been founding themselves by a nataral process uponan
existing state of thelaw. Capital has been invested; labor, skilledand
otherwise, has been employed argund these manufacturing centers;
familieshave been established about them; business and social relations
have been adjusted to varions occupations founded upon our tariff sys-
tem of legislation. It has in a degree permeated every class of society
and every industry in the land, and when we come to the work of cut-
ting down the amount of revenue that is to be derived annually from
this system of laws and the reducing of protection under which these
industries have heretofore existed and have prospered, we are embar-
rassed with the diffienlty of adjusting these so as not to disturb unnec-
essarily orrudely or harshly any existing rights or interests of our people.

Every Senator must understand, it seems to me, from his own observa- -

tion that we are now engaged in the most difficult of all the endeavors
of the legislator and the statesman.

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator knows that his amendment
will ent down articles embraced in the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowx].

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment, if the Senator from Florida will
consider it for a moment, is a mere reduction of 15 per cent. as I pro-
pose it for the first year, and 10 per cent. more the second year upon
the rates of the existing tariff. 1 give two years ior the p of ac-
complishing that which has been suggested so frequently of late, the
giving repose to the country while we are carrying this system into op-
eration. That is my object precisely. There is a danger when we are
reducing a tariff of creating alarm. There is danger of frightening cap-
ital, and of breaking up the good-will of established lines of trade, of
stopping industries, and of putting a curb upon genius, especially upon
inventive genius, while you are reducing a tarifl, and while you are ac-
commodating these industries to the new situation. So I wonld include
the period of at least two years in the plan of reduction, and I would
allow the people during that period of time to have a fair opportunity,
while the graduation was being made, tolook into the actual effect upon
all these various industries.

The bill eame from the Committee on Finance, and in some of its
most important features has been reconsidered by that committee after
debate in the Senate, and the committee have come back with changed
and modified provisions upon the sugar tariff, upon the tariff upen
woolen and cotton goods and other subjects. The committee finding
that their researches and their very remarkable industry in the investi-
gations of these numerous complicated questions had not resulted in con-
clusions which were entirely satisfactory to themselves, have come and
asked the Senate in an informal way to recommit certain portions of this
great bill to them, and frem time to time they have reviewed theirown
action, have reconsidered it, and have reported different conclusions from
those that were at first presented in the bill as being satisfactory to
them.

M
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After we had gone along through weeks of discussion and examina-
tion, and the eommittee nmendments to the original sections of the bill
had been all considered in Committee of the Whole, then the bill came
into the Senate, and I believe that it has been here now a full week, or
perhaps a longer time even, and the committee during the time since
the bill has been reported from the Committee of the Whole back to
the Senate have had almost the exclusive possession of thefloor. Novery
important question has so far been presented for the consideration of
the Senate except at the instance of the committee or members of the
committee, and no later than this morning we discussed, upon the mo-
tion of the Senator from Ohio, some very important pomtwns fora
change in the schedule of metals, which he insisted (though the Senator
from ] Kentucky controverted that proposition) he had the authority of
the committee for offering in form.

So that the committee work, whether formal or informal, upon this
bill has terminated only since "the commencement of our scmmn this
morning at 11 o’clock.

Now, the Senator from Georgia comes forward with a number of propo-

sitions, each one of which strikes me with force. The propositions of | pro

that Senatorare in themselves valuable. They havereceived from him,
I have no doubt, eﬁm consideration, and coming as emanations from
‘his own thoughts alone, without reference to any Simons I may have
formed about them, I should consider them as entitled to the respect of
this body. Not one proposition has been by that Senator
which would not, if it shonld be adopted, in my judgment. be a material
benefit to thismeasure. There is not one of them that would not greatly
benefit this conntry. Thereisnot one of them that is not in the line of
reformation of our tariff system of revenue, There is not one of them
that does not lift burdens from the shoulders of the great laboring masses
of the country, and place them on those who are more able than they
-are to bear them. I have no doubt that other Senators have measures
which they have matured in their own minds, equally beneficial when
considered in connection with this bill.

Since we commenced our session this morning the Senate have really
had their first opportunity to be heard in this matter. I have amend-
ments lying npon this desk now that are as much as three weeks’ old,
which I have never had the opportunity of presenting, although they
have'been in print and have been called to the attention of the Senate.
Under onr system of procedure our rules compel individual Senators to
defer their action until the Committee on Finance have had their first
-opportunity to amend the bill to snit themselves; and even now, when
I offer this amendment upon which I am addressing theSenate, though
it is not before the Senate yet for action, the Chair properly advises me
that I must defer asking'a vote of the Senate upon it until the bill has
been improved by amendment, giving to each Senator here an oppor-
tunity to improve the text according to his own best judgment. That
is the situation in which we are found. What prospect is there for a
proper consideration of this vast measure?

Now, sir, I wonld like to have the opportunity of determining the
sense of this body npon the question of a pro rata graduation or reduc-
tion of the rates of duties as they exist now, and to go to the country
with that sort of legislation which could easily pass both Houses, and
which I have not any doubt would meet with acceptance on the part of
the entire people of the United States. They would say that our legis-
lators are indeed in earnest in trying to reduce the amount of money re-
-ceived into the Treasury, but not wishing to deal unkindly with any
interest or too favorably for any interest they make a horizontal
-gradnation of the existing rates of duty. On the basis of existing law
we take off 10 per cent. or 15 per cent. the first year, and a like amount
the second year, and in that way evince a disposition to treat with fair-
ness and evenness all the great industries, and the little ones too, for
the relief of the consumers as well as the producers and the-mnnuilact
arers, It will be felt by the people that we do not disturb commerce
‘by an upheaval of the financial system or commercial system; that we
-do not engage in a revolutionary proceeding for the purpose of putting
upon this country, without previous trial, our own conjecture as to
“what would be a safe experiment for us to make.

That would be the way in which the country would receive a meas-
aure of this kind; and, sir, this very night, if Senators would get their
minds made up to accept the proposition, we can pass through the Sen-
ate a bill which will satisfy the whole of the people of the United
States, at least as to the candor and integrity of our own conduct; and
the Senate may as well understand that that is a portion of the case
that needs some support. Our action is not going to be received, after
‘gix or eight weeks of wrangle and discordant debate in this body, as
being the result simply of a wise and patriotic endeavor on our part fo
equalize the burdens of the tariff upon the people. Too much has
been admitted, too much stands beyond the power of controversy and
beyond the shadow of doubt as to the course of procedure in this Sen-
ate for us to felicitate ourselves npon the thought that we shall get
before the people of the United States without some impeachment of
our candor in dealing with this great subject.

But, sir, if we shall come to any line of action which must necessarily
operate equally upon all, if we will agree to graduate the rates of tariff
taxation by such a per cent. for thisyear, and such a percent. for thenext
year, then the people of the United States will understand that, whether

we are wise or not, we are at all events just, and we will agree fo say
that which to me is a greater boon than any confidence that I could
have in my own wisdom; thatis, that we are faithfal and honest repre-
sentatives, sincere representatives of those whom we profess to repre-
sent in this Senate. I should like for the Senate of the United States
to receive at least that award from the people of this country. We
will receive their approbation if we deal fairly with these great ques-
tions, and give the people time toadjust their business to such changes
in the tariff as we shall find it necessary to make.

I will not detain the Senate longer now upon thismatter. Iwill yield
to the Senator from Georgia, or whoever else desires the floor for the pur-
pose of pressing his individual amendments; but I can well understand
that if we get this bill in a condition where each Senator has got the
right on the first opportunity of putting his own views, or attempting
to put his own views, upon the structure of this bill, we shall be here
not to-night only but we shall be here likely enongh many days te

come.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
by the Senator fronr Alabama [Mr. MORGAN].

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Alabama says that if any Sena-
tor here insists upon putting his individual views npon the structure
of this bill of course it will fail, and yet the Senator from Alabama
proposes as an amendment his own individual views against the action
of the Senate for the last two months.

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say that it is no pleasure to me to re-
main here day after day and night after night trying to have some ac-
tion upon this bill; and if Senators upog the other side choose by an in-
definite series of amendments and by long harangues here to defeat this
bill it is, of course, in their power. I stated at the outset that that
could be done. I knew itcould bedone. Theonly question is whether
it will be done, or whether there is a majority of both sides of the Sen-
ate who are in favor of some revision and reduction of the tariff. .

The proposition made by the Senator from Alabama is to perpetuate
all the imperfections ufth resent tariffand to reduce indiscriminately
upon articles that can not afiord to be reduced, as well as upon others
that might afford to be reduced much more.

I trust that there will be a united Senate in favor of the of
some bill of this kind not only reducing internal revenue, but revising
and reducing the tariff. It is of no special interest to me; I have not
any interest in the matter more than any other Senator; but I think it
would not be creditable to the Senate of the United States by a series
gﬁgbﬁ?ﬁucﬁom at this last moment to prevent our favorable action nupon

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to interrupt the Senator
from Vermont to ask if he could not overcome the pleasure of making
a speech and a lecture for a vote on this question? I have got tired of
hearing the Senator from Vermont appeal to the Senate to take a vote
when he consumes a very large portion of time himself. I am tired of
the complaints that he is throwing at this side of the Chamber when.
he and the distingunished Senator from Ohio have been the principal
obstructionists to the passage of this bill. If it had not been for the
Senator from Ohio undertaking to reverse the action of the Senate in
Committee of the Whole to raise the protective tariff rates on articles
in which he felt a special interest this bill would have been passed be-
fore now. Republicans are the obstructionists who have prevented the
earlier passage of this bill, and upon the shoulders of no two of them does
more responsibility rest than on the distinguished Senator from Ohie
and the distinguished Senator from Vermont. Half the time since this
bill was introduced in the Senate has been consumed on that side of the
Chamber. There has beeen no obstruction here. All that has been
asked has been a fair and reasonable discussion of the various amend-
ments here. We have staid here with you until yon could not keep
your own Senators here. You have scarcely got a quorum here now.
They come and ask us to pair with them. You can not hold them here.
And whatare wetodo? Youcontrol the Senate; you are the majority.
‘Why are you complaining in us? Why do you not control your own
members and keep them here?

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask if we have a majority, how
it is that the other side of the House prevail on almost every division
or important question ? .

Mr. COCKRELL. Because your propositions are so monstrous that
you ean not force them down the throats of your own party.

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is hardly a fair answer to my ques-
tion. I have been trying to get an injustice repaired and finally sue-
ceeded in getting it partially repaired after along struggle. Thereare
a great many things done by the bill. If yousay the Republican party
have a majority here, and will let them act and frame the bill as they
wish to passit, it would be a very good bill, a bill we could stand npon.

Mr. COCKRELL, If the Republican party was to be the Senator
from Ohio, and he could have his way and he could pass his bill, then
his judgment would approve it; but I do not know whether the judg-
ment of other Senators on that side or of the majority of the people
of this country would approve it. I do not know whether my distin-
guished friend from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] would sanction the
bill which would emanate from the brain of the Senator from Ohio. I
do not know whether the Senators from Iowa would approve it, the
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Senators from Kansas, the Senators from California, and the Senators
of other States. Why, sir, the distingnished Senator himself can
scarcely bring himself to the point of voting for this bill. He would
not vote for this bill unless he could get it just as he wants it. There
may be other Senators who have just as much personal feeling in the
matter as the Senator from Ohio. - If he-says that this bill must con-
form to his individual views, what right has he to ask other Senators to
give np their individual views and preferences? None in the world.

Then you do not expect to-pass the bill. That is the meaning of it.
This is the very point I charged upon you nearly two weeks ago. You
do not intend to pass this bill and you have not intended to pass it.
You stand before the country acknowledging your inability to grapple
with this great question, to pass a bill that will meet the approval and
the judgment of the great mass of the American people.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ?

Mr. COCKRELL. With infinite pleasure.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will theSenators on your sideof the Chamber agree
that we shall take a vote on this bill without further discussion ?

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. "

Mr. COCKRELL.. Why are you so anxious to get a vote just now ?
Why did you not propose it a little while ago?

Mr. ALDRICH. Orwithin any reasonable time that you mayname?

Mr. COCKRELL. - 'We will stay here to-night and vote upon it.

Mr. ALDRICH. We will stay here as long as you will.

Mr. COCKRELL. We will stay with you and vote at any time if

will just quit talking and go to business.

Mr, ALDRICH. The talking has been and is on that side.

Mr. COCKRELL. You have consumed more than half the time, and
the RECORD shows it. I was looking around to see the obstructionists.
I had forgotten my distinguished friend from Rhode Island; he comes
in just after the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont as
an obstructionist. I appeal to the RECORD and the country to say
whether any three Senators in this Chamber have proved greater oh-
structionists to the passage of this bill than those three Senators.

Mr. ALDRICH. The facts will show that Senators on the other side
not members of the committee—that one Senator on that side not a mem-
ber of the committee has consumed more time of the Senate than the
three Senators he has alluded to upon this side.

Mr. COCKRELL, The RECORD will speak.

Mr. ALDRICH. The REcORD will show that.

Mr. COCKRELL., The RECORD will settle that question.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on this side who have been named
are all members of the committee; the Senator on that side to whom I
‘alluded is not a member of the Finance Committee.

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the fact of being a member of the commit-
tee gives a Senator the exclusive privilege of being heard ?

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all; but it certainly makes it proper that
he should explain.

Mr. COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ArL-
LISON] is also a member of that committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. COCKRELL. But he has not consumed quite as much time as
the other Senators have. He is probably in favor of the passage of a
tariff' bill.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on this side are in favor of the pas-
sage of a tariff hill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Why have you not passed it? ‘That is the ques-

tion.

Mr. ALDRICH. Because of the obstruction and continual talk and
amendments on that side of the Chamber, and that is the reason of the
delay in the passage of this bill this minute.

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Rhode Island knows well that
if he and his confréres had withheld the speeches they have made there
would have been nothing further to have been said on this side of the
Chamber.

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendments now pending offered by Senators
on that side of the Chamber and the declamation of Senators on that
side of the Chamber are delaying the passage of this bill at this instant.

Mr. COCKRELL. How long have we been considering the amend-
ments of the Senator from Ohio? Ever since-this bill came from the
Committee of the Whole into the Senate. Now forsooth because a
Democrat offers an amendment you are to reprimand and lectare us
for consuming the time, when your leader, your distinguished leader,
the Senator from Ohio, has been here with amendment after amend-
ment and time after time and speech after speech reversing and seeking
to reverse the deliberate, mature action of the Committee of the Whole,
and boldly saying to you: ‘‘Gentlemen, here, amend this bill to suit
the interests of Ohio o it shall not become a law.” We do not know
whether it has been amended yet to suit Ohio or not. We know that
the distinguished Senator from Ohio has planted himself upon that
platform; that unless it snits him it shall not become a law. Whyare
we called here, then, to waste our time without knowing whether it is
going to suit the Senator from Ohio or not? If it suits him, it can be-
come a law; if it does not, it shall not become a law, the Republican
party to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. President, there has been no obstruction offered to the passage

of this bill from this side of the Chamber. It has been legitimate and
fair discussion. We have not consumed half the time that has heen
consumed on this bill, and if the Senator from Vermont and the Senator
from Ohio and the Senator from Rhode Island will just possess their
souls in patience and silence we can very readily and quickly dispose
of this bill.

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President, ITunderstand the allusion of the Scn-
ator from Rhode Island very thoroughly. Perhaps after that Senator
has been in this body as long as I have he will learn that liberty of
speech is one of the rights of a Senator. Hehas entertained this Senate
with some of the most exquisite disquisitions upon the different arts of
man ing. He waslearned especially upon that lucus & non lucendo,
the polariscope. 1 listened to his descriptions of it until I fancied that
I could take in visions of the far future in the darkness of the sugar
question while looking through the polariscope as he presented it to us.
An encyclopedia could easily be made up of the knowledge and infor-
mation which that Senator as a member of the Committee on Finance
has been lavishing upon the people of the United States. Ihavenever
known a more sudden growth than that of the honorable Senator, and
I am afraid I shall never know one that will be more likely to come to
sudden grief. Jonah's gourd is no comparison to the Senator from
Rhode Island in the rapidity of growth and the magnificence of his
clambering, and I fear it will only be too fhithful an illustration of his
sudden and disastrous decadence.

Sir, hehasnot attempted to answerany speech or point that I have made
on this floor. He has not pointed out a weak point in any argument I
have made or misconception of factsI havestated. If I havediscassed be-
fore this Senate too profusely upon this great measute the honorable Sen-
ator from Rhode Island, with all his close and microscopic inspection
of small matters of detail, would have been able by this time to have
pointed out at least some infirmity in some proposition that I have had
the honor to advance; but he will live until he is gray as Noah was be-
fore he will find an infirmity in any arguments I have made here that
he will be able to answer.

The Senator has been very intent here upon the cultivation of his
own grounds. In the State of Rhode Island he issurrounded with the
clattering looms and ringing anvils and with the paraphernalia of that
system of modern slavery, where the lords and the nabobs of the-land
domineer over the common employés of the factory; and he comes here
evidently in that sort of spirit, not content to rule within the domain
L.of his own State, but he seeks to extend his influence over the entire
length and breadth of the great agricultural communities of the United
States. I happen to be arepresentative of that class of people wholive
apart, enjoy the boon of personal independence, but have no power of
combination. They can not take a telegraph wire and send a message
to a congress of farmers, as can be done with a congress of manufactur-
ers, and have them to meet within a few hours of time to combine
with each other and come to conclusions and send them to the Congress
of the United States to be executed. The people whom I have the
honor to represent are scattered over alarge, wide domain., They look
to God and not to Congress for prosperity. They have no way of com-
ing together. Their collective will is not expressed at all except throngh
the mouths of their Senators and Representatives. They are dumb
unless we speak.

The Tariff Commission peregrinated through the northeastern portion
of the United States, making its first stop at that dillefante watering-
place, Long Branch, and after it had absorbed enough of the influence
which pervades that place of resort for all the rich and powerful men of
this country to be prepared for its work, it went further along in its
journey in the investigation of certain interests that were to be petted
and protected. It then took a turn through the Northern States, and
afterward got a little shear down toward the South. I believe a few
of the commission got as farsouth as Atlanta, Georgia. Duringall that
period of time there was but one agriculturist admitted before {hat
body for fhe purpose of presenting the claims of the industry that he
represented. That was a gentleman to whom I had the honor of refer-
ring a few days ago in some remarks that I made here and of laying his.
speech before the Senate—Mr. Goodwin, the enlightened farmer of
Connecticut. All the balance of the great industrial laboring masses
engaged in agriculture in the United States were no more heard by that
commission than if they had been resting in the tomb. No attention
was paid to them, no respect whatever. Their congresses did not meet,
their secretaries were not present to enforce their views before the Tariff
Commission, and the only chance they have had to be heard has been _
through the feeble efforts of their representatives on this floor and in
the other House.

Sir, if the Tariff Commission had given heed to the views of the great
agricultural communities of this country and had made up their minds,
if they could have done such a generous thing as that, #o have imposed
as lightly as possible the burdens we all are laying on the shoulders of
those from whom we all derive our daily bread, it would not have been
incumbent upon me to rise in the Senate of the United States, as I have
had the honor of doing on several oceasions, and to try to present in my
feeble way, on their behalf, a claim to the mercy and charity and friendly
consideration of this body. We have brought no interest forward de-

manding protection for it; we have asked that no largess should be
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upon the Treasury of the United States and paid to ns. We
have not asked for tribute or for bounty; but we come in that humble
attitude in which it seems that men in this day and generation always
entitle themselves to be kicked, and that is in the attitude of pleading
for justice and mercy. That is all we have done, and the Senator from
Rhode Island, while here as much the special advoeate of particular in-
terests in his own State as if he was the personal owner of every spindle
that runs in that State, calls me to task because I undertake to present
in my poor way a claim on behalf of the agricultural interests for some
benevolence, some generosity, some cessation of exactions, and some
small measure of justice. That is the attitude of the two Senators on
this floor.

Now let the Senator prate as much as he desires about long speeches.
The le of the United States will hear me when they will turn deaf
ears to him, becanse they will know that I am not here to represent
any particul’nr industry or any particular class to seek advantage over
others, and they will never believe this of him—never.

The honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] has again
into a dyspeptic mood about the progress of this bill. He says that
the Senator from Alabama wants fo retain in the present tariff all of its
infirmities and all of the evils which have been developed in this sys-
tem after twenty years of experience. Father be merciful to thy child !
‘Who is the father of the present tariff? Out of whose mind came every
bone and muscle and nerve and linecament? Whose features, whose
stamp, whose impress does it bear ?

The honorable Senator from Vermont is the man who has been in one
sense the author of every word in the tariff that exists to-day. It has
passed under revision through his mind time and time again. He has
shaped its every provision. He himself was the author of a measure of
reduction precisely of the same character with that which I have brought
to the attention of the Senate, and now he complains that I wish to
antagonize my private views against those of the Senate of the United
States as he says already expressed, and to thrust my opinions before
this body in the advocacy of a proposition for a horizontal reduction.
The Senate has come to no such conclusion. Heisthe father of that idea;
he drew the bill that gave us the first horizontal reduction and afterward
the first horizontal revision of the tariff. Shall I not copy from one so
distinguished and so learned ? Must he discard his own child and deny
the paternity of his own measure in order to get the advantage of placing
me in a position of antagonizing myself to the opinions of the Senate of
the United States? Has the Senator no memory? Has every idea fled
from his mind as to his own responsibility for the condition of things
that exists in this country to-day? Sir, the Senator with his venerable
years and great experience would do well to understand after all that
there is a sweetness in doing justice to an adversary; that there isa
sentiment of honor and a principle in dealing among gentlemen which
should cause them to forbear to make accusation unnecessarily. He
chides me with bringing a measure forward here to-night which I have
copied out of his own statute. He chides me for asking a general re-
duction upon this subject, whenthe great newspaper press of this coun-
try through the length and breadth of it are now advocating that as the
only feasible measure. In retort I say to the honorable Senator that
no one has broken from the ranks of his committee and has done vio-
lence more frequently to fhe recommendations of that committee than
the Senator from Vermont. There has not been one single proposition
of an important character presented in this Senate durin% the whole
length of the discussion where there was to be an increase of protection,
that the Senator from Vermont has not abandoned his own bantling,
that he has not dropped his own bill and voted against his committee
for the increase.

The Senator has not spoken very long at any one time upon any oc-
casion since this discussion opened, except upon the Japanese indemnity.
He found time on that occasion to make an hour and a half oran hour
and three-quarters speech against the bill and to utter a diatribe against
the pogr Japanese, which will stand in history as a monument of in-
justic®, and he wound up that wonderful and peculiar by an an-
nouncement that he intended to vote for the bill. Well might he have
said so, because he framed the bill. Tt was his language that pervaded
it; it was his thought that was enacted; it was his wish that the Sen-
ate carried into execution; and even after that was done, in the midst
of the earnest anxiety of the Senate to press this great tariff bill to a
conclusion, he deliberately took up an hour and three-quarters of the
time of the Senate to be heard in opposition to his own measure, wind-
ing up with a statement that he intended to vote for it.

The debates here will show whether this side of the Chamber have
wasted any time imprudently or improvidently; the votes will show.
The debates will show the examination that has been made of the ques-
tions, the thousands of questions—each a separate measure—that have
arisen in the course of this remarkable investigation. They will show
whether or not we have been throwing away the time of the people of
the United States. We have no motive for this; we have only desired
that if you pass a tariff bill it shall be a fair and o just one. That is
all we ask, and we have asked that this committee should inform us
upon questions about which we have not had a fair opportunity to be
informed, for when this debate was opened there were not many Senators
on this floor, outside of the Committee on Finance, who really under-

stood the bearings of all the important questions involved in this great
measure. We have occupied no longer time than was necessary to do
that; and now Senators arise on that side of the Chamber and reproach
the honorable Senator from Georgia that he has some views which he
desires to present, because he has some ideas that he would like to have
discussed by the Senate. Nothingcan be received, itappears, exceptthat
which comes from the Committee on Finance or after the committee has
exhaunsted itselffrom some honorable member of the committee. Senators
will learn, perhaps, after they grow olderinthe service of theircountry,
that the honors and authority which the Senate of the United States
bestows on its membership do not happen to result from the mere fact
of their being on committees. There are other considerations that are
regarded here besides those, and it is not becoming nor is it the right
of any Senator because he happens to be upon a committee totake the
floor and econsume as much of the time of the Senate as he pleases, and
then undertake to reproach gentlemen if they desire to express their
opinions freely.

Mr. MORRILL. I am quite sure the Senator from Alabama would
not do me any intentional injustice. Hehas stated that the bill for the
reduction of 10 per cent. was framed by me. '

Mr. MORGAN. I have so understood always. If I am incorrect
about that I shall accept a correction.

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator is very much mistaken. I had left
the House five or six years before those bills were reported. Those bills
came from the House of Representatives.

Then again, the Senator has done me another, I am sure uninten-
tional, injustice. He says I consumed an hour and a half or an hour
and three-quarters of time here in discussing the Japanese indemnity
fond. So far as that fact is concerned it is true; but I conldnot avoid
it unless I omitted the presentation of my views, because it wasa con-
ference committee report, a privileged report to come in at any time,
and while I urged the conference committee not to make the report
until after we got through with the tariff bill, the Senator from Dela-
ware announced to me that he was going away and, therefore, it must
be made that day, and the Senate (ﬁ:‘ldeﬂ on its immediate considera-
tion. I was quite averse to ing then, for I was at that time suf-
fering from a sudden cold I had taken, my throat was not quite in a
condition for me to ;

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am sure that I made no intima-
tion that any Senator had occupied the time of the Senate improperly.
Whether that time has been occupied with wisdom and with elognence
is a matter which the Senate and the country can determine for them-
selves. I am quite willing to leave to the Senate whether I have occu-
pied any portion of the time of the Senate improperly. I am quite
willing to leave to the future, the judgment of the American people,
the J!J;ggment of the Senate, whether the Senator from Alabama or my-
self is correct in our ideas on the fariff question.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been so much edified and in-
structed and enlightened by the discussion of the last half hour, espe-
cially by the courteous and logical speeches of the Senators from Mis-
souri and Alabama, that I feel qualified to vote on almost any subject.
If it is not out of order, I should like to ask what the question before
the Senate is? [Laughter.]

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mog-
GAX] proposes to strike out all the tariff legislation and to insert what
will now be read.

Mr. BROWN. I understood the Chair to rule a while ago that that
would not be in order until the text was perfected.
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the only amendment pend-
ing.

Mr. BROWN. I offered an amendment when on the floor and made
my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the
Senator from Georgia as offering any amendment, but as giving notice
to the Senate of amendments that he would propose.

Mr. BROWN. I offered one and gave notice of others. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is inorder for any Senator to move
to perfect the text proposed to be stricken out at any time before the
vote is taken on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. BROWN. By reference to the RECORD it will be seen that I did
offer an amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Neither the Chair nor the Secretary
understood the Senator as offering any distinct amendment. He will
please indicate the amendment he offers.

Mr. BROWN. The amendment is at page 80, commencing at lino
1861, to strike out the clause:

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 10 cents per one hundred
ponmi.a; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred poumE:‘

And to insert:

Salt shall be placed on the free-list.

That was the amendment I distinetly offered. I do not desireto dis-
cuss it, because I am not vain enough tosuppose that I could enlighten
the Senate after a month’s discussion here on any of these questions
connected with the tariff. T desire a vote upon it, but not to make
speeches, ]
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
Georgia will be read.

The ACTING SECRETARY. On page 80, beginning in line 1861, it is
moved to strike out:

sacks, or barrels, or other pack: 10 cents per one hundred
pos:lng:‘m, 6 cen?.:per onlg'hrmdmd p%aund?sm s

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I understand that the amendment of the
Senator from Georgia is the pending amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the pending amendment, pro-
posing to perfect the text of the bill moved to be stricken ont by the
amendment of the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I understood the honorable Senator from
Georgia to say in the few remarks he addressed to the Senate a while
ago that his purpose was to reduce the burdens of the people with re-
§ to everything entering into the ordinary wants of life; to increase

the taxes upon those things which were consumed by those who are.

able to pay for luxuries. Well now, sir, it does seem to me that the
reduction pro here is confined to the commodity of salt; but I
think that the honorable Senator would simplify this whole proceed-
ing very greatly if he were just to propose again what was proposed
before and voted down, to put salt upon the free-list.

Mr. BROWN. That is my proposition.

Mr. JONES, of Florida. But yon intend to complicate this whole
thing by a multiplicity of amendments which will lead to interminable
debate, and which in my opinion will result in nothing of practical
account.

Mr. BROWN. I do not ask for any interminable debate.
swwant a vote on the proposition.

Mr. JONES, of Florida. You have taken your share already.

Mr. BROWN. Not more than the Senator from Florida.

Mr. JONES, of I'lorida. A great deal more. The Senator includes
in his amendments woolen goods, wines, brandies, and things of that

gort.

- Mr. BROWN. I only gave notice that I would offer those amend-
ments. My present amendment is to strike out the language which
has been read and insert in place of it that salt shall be placed on the
free-list.

« Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is a mere renewal of the proposition
which was voted down before, but the other things are coming after a
while. Does the Senator think that those articles which he has enu-
merated will bear a higher tax and produce any additional revenue to
the Treasury? That is a reasonable question. I think the very arti-
cles that are enumerated are already taxed beyond the revenue standard.
t Mr. BROWN. I will reply to the Senator that we got more than
$40,000,000 of revenue last year, and therefore I think the duties are
within the revenue standard.

* Mr. JONES, of Florida. It will not reach $40,000,000 if your prop-
csition prevails.

Mr. BROWN. Oh, yes, it will—350,000,000.

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think those articles are taxed tothe highest
possible point that will bring revenune; and the Senator, under the pre-
text of coming in here to raise additional revenue for the Treasury to
make up what it will lose on salt, will take away from the ,in
my opinion, money that now comes into it by the million; and then he
speaks about silk and about a little champagne and a little imported
brandy as thongh those things were not intended to be touched by any-
body except gentlemen in the condition of my honorable friend. Ithink
that there are a great many ordinary people with very moderate incomes
in the Union who would like to taste a little French brandy occasion-
ally at reasonable rates.

My honorable friend says those things are intended for the rich; the
poor must not think of them. Silk and woolen clothsand good decent
broadcloth nobody but the rich, he says, can touch; and hence we can
afford to tax them to any extent. Now, sir, I say that is a dangerous
rule to adopt. I donot think that any revenue systemought to be built
upon a classification of the American people in that way, I think that
when this committee that has been engaged in preparing this tariff bill
thought proper to reduce the burden with to these articles the
honomgla Senator has enumerated their action ought to be permitted
to stand.

Ishall certainly not vote with the honorable Senator from Georgia
to increase to the extent of one cent the burdens of the American people
of any class, and I shall not undertake either here or elsewhere to clas-
sify them for the purposes of revenue as the honorableSenator proposes.
The rights of the American people, so far as our political institutions
are concerned, are the same, whether they be rich or poor; and if
brandy, champagne, and silk and woolen cloths are taxed now to the
full revenue limit and the wisdom of the Committee on I'inance has
thought proper to bring that tax down, I can not for the life of me see
the consistency in the Senator proposing to raise these taxes above the
limit recommended by the committee upon the ground that it is neces-
sary to make up for what we shall lose from the tax on salt. If the
poor people of this country want free salt, in God's name give it to
them. I shall vote with the Senator on that, but I will not vote with
him on a single proposition to raise the tax on any of the other things
beyond the limit that has been prescribed by the Finance Cemmittee.

I simply

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
proposed by theSenator from Georgia [Mr. BRowN], which will be read:
: l'jl'ha Acting Secretary read the words proposed to be stricken out, as

ollows:

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other pacl , 10 cents 'Fer one hundred
; in bulk, 6 cents per one hundred mun : Provided, That exporters of
ts, whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in the United States
with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under such regulations as the
Bec of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such meats have been cured with
imported salt, have refunded to them from the Treasury the duties paid on the
salt so used in curing such exported meats, in amounts not less than £100: Pro-
vided further, That imported salt in bond may be used in curing fish taken by
vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, and in curing fish on the shores of
the navigable waters of the United States, under such regulations as the Secre-
n}{geof the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon proof that salt has been used for
e
mi

m;] of the purposes stated in this proviso the duties on the same shall be re-

Mr. BROWN. My proposition is to strike out that lan and put
salt on the free-list. i o E

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). On
%s subject I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.

UTLER].

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the
E‘:‘:enato::, from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. If he were here, I should vote

nay.

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. JouNsTON]. If hé were present, I
should vote ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. MORGANy(when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. -

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. If he were present, I
should vote ‘‘ yea.”

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). My colleagune [Mr.
GARLAND] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS].
If present, my colleague would vote *‘ yea.”’

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] is paired with the Senator
from Colorado [Mr. HriLr]. The Senator from Texas, if present, would
vote “‘yea.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. KELLOGG. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
GROVER].

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Barrow]. Ifhe were present, I should vote *‘ nay.”’

Mr, FRYE. My collecague [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. o

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 26; as follows:

YEAS—24,
B e
'wi, corTge, onas, an yyck,
Call, Gorman, Jones of Florida, Vest,
Cockrell, Groome, Pugh, Voorhees,
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, Walker,
Davisof Ill., Harris, Blater, Willinms,
NAYS—26.
Aldrich, Davisof W. Va., Loﬁn. Plumb,
Allison, Dawes, MeMillan, Rollins,
Anthouy, Fry McPherson, Sewell,
Bayard, Ilarngon, — Miller of Cal., Sherman,
Camden, Hawley, Millerof N. Y., Tabor.
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Morrill,
Conger, Ingalls, v
ABSENT—26.
Blair, " ot o M'
r rover, m,

Butler, Hale, %’m, Saunders,’
Cameron of Pa,,  Hill, Mahone, Sawyer,
Edmunds, Johnston, Maxey Windom,
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, -
Ferry, Kellogg, Morgan,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. VANCE. I desire to call up the amendments to the internal-
revenue bill which I offered the other day, and which are on the table
of the Secretary, to come in on page 4, line 28, at the end of the section,
as additional sections.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by the
Senator from North Carolinia [Mr. VaNcE] will be read.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

Skc. —, That the laws and regulations providing the method and machinery
for the collection of internal revenue and for the appointment of storekeepers
and storekeepers and gaugers are hereby declared not to apply to distilleries of
spirits registered at a capacity of thirty gallons or less production per day.

8go, —. That all persons desiring to operate distilleries of thirty gallons' ca-
pacity or less per day shall obtaina license therefor nntm.nl]?'. under regulations
to be prescribed by the SBecretary of the Treasury, and shall render to the dis-
trict eollector, upon oath, sem{-annmitrs,ethc amount of spirits produced for tax-
ation, in form and manner to be likewise prescribed by said Secretary.

SEc, —. That there shall be paid, for a license to distill fruit, $25; and to distill
grain or other material, on sti of not exceeding six gallons per day, §25; ex-
ceeding six and not exceeding ten gallons per day ; nbove ten and not ex-
ceeding twenty gallons per day, §75; and above that and not above thirty gal-
lons, $100; and the tax on all distilled spirits from and afler the 1st January,
1884, shall be 50 cents per gallon, in addition to the license tax,
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Sec, —. That the salaries of collectors of internal revenue, in all districts
wherein 80 per cent. of all the regi 1 distilleries do not exceed the capacity
of thirty gallons production per day, shall not be more than §2.000 per annum ;
and in addition thereto they shall be paid 5 per cent. on all moneysactually col-
lected, which shall be in lieu of all allowances for clerks, deputy collectors, and
other expenses as now allowed by law or regulations,

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, a word of explanation as to these smend-
ments, for I am not disposed to consume my own time, much less the
time of the Senate, at this period of the day or rather night.

It is known to the Senate that a special committee of this body was
appointed to investigate the method of collecting the internal revenue
in the sixth North Carolina collection district. That committee per-
formed the duty assigned to them, and the report of their labors is upon
the desks of Senators. From that reportit appears that there are more
small distilleries in the State of North Carolina than in any other State
in the Union; that there are over 1,400 in fact in that State, and about
800 of the 1,400 are in that one collection district; that there are only
4 or 5 which have a capacity of more than thirty gallons production
per day, and that the consequence is that the country is filled with these
small distilleries, the most of them being of the capacity of seven or
eight gallons per day, to each one of which there isa storekeeper attached,
and the land is full of storekeepers, storekeepers and gaugers, deputy
collectors, special deputy collectors, and what not. Inthatone district
there are over six hundred officers. According to the testimony which
was taken by that committee, there were four hundred and twenty-
seven in the year 1881, all on duty and drawing pay during the year,
and quiteanumber who had commissionsin their pockets, waiting for em-
ployment should if be practicable or should it be political policy to give
it to them. The investigation showed very clearly that that army of
office-holders were maintained expressly and the system of small dis-
tilleries was encouraged for political purposes, and not for the purpose
of collecting revenue. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881,
there was collected in that collection district $499,455.80, and the ex-
penses attending that collectior were $268,324, being a little over 54
per cent., and the following exhibit is made in proof of the fact that
this was a political machine.

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1830, the éxpenses of the office of
the collector in the collection district (including the pay of clerks,
deputies, sub-deputies, and so on) amounted to $35,037.50. There
was no election that year. The next fiscal year, ending June 30, 1881,
which covered the period of the elections of 1830, the expenses of the
office of the collector in thatdistrict were $44,472.28. For the fiscal year
ending June 30, 18582, which covered no election, those expenses sank
<own to $28,250. The amount paid for gaugers and storekeepers in
the year ending June 30, 1880, when there was no election on hand,
was $151,412. The amount paid to the same class of officers for the
year ending June 30, 1881, which was the election year, was $201,395.
The amount paid to officers of the same clats for the year ending June
30, 1882, which covered no election, sank down to $115,567, and the
same disparity is displayed in the payment of all the officers.

The testimony further discloses that these offices were disposed of by
the collector, who was at the same time the chairman of the executive
committee of the Republican party of that State, for political purposes
and searcely for any other purpose. It was acknowledged before the
committee that the offices were given to men with a view to making
political converts of them. Many hundreds—it was not possible for us
totell how many—had blank commissions in their pockets, which served
the purpose that was intended when they were given to them, that
there was no use for at all, and whose names do not appear on the pay-
rolls, but whose names did appear prominently in politisal campaigns.

It also appeared that what was called blockading or illicit distillin,
and dealing in that country, that was so rampant a few years ago,
nearly all disappeared, and it was apparently a great improvementupon
the fiscal system of the country.

The introduction of this system of dividing up the larger stills into
small ones was much commended, but it turned out that theillicit dis-
tilling and dealing in spirits had only apparently ceased; the open and
.defiant violation of the law had ceased, but it turned out that the vio-
lators of the law had gone into partnership with the officers of the Gov-
ernment, It is in testimony by the opinion of the most competent men
the committee conld summon before it that the violatorsof the law were
making more money and doing a better businessin this gnilty partnership
with the Government than they did when they were moonzhining in the
full sense of that term. It wasin proof before the committee, as will be
seen by reading the report and the testimony accompanying it, that in
this system of very small distilleries, some of them of only three and a
half barrels of grain capacity per day, the storekeeper would divide his
pay with the distiller. Ie would have a commission in his posket,
which would entitle him to $3 per day for every day he was at work,
and there being no distillery in opemtion to which he conld be assigned
he would propose to a neighbor, **If yon will start a dissillery now and
let me be appointed storekeeper I will divide my pay with you,”” and
the dollar and a half; the division of the storekeeper’s pay, very nearly
ran the whole concern, for it only took about from $100 to $150 to start
one of that class of distilleries, and not more than two or three dollars
per day to operate it.

It was also in proof that all conceivable frands followed this gnilty

partnership; that the storekeeper, being in the distiller’s power by reason
of the violation of the law by the division of the pay, was permitted to
do what he pleased. If his distillery had a capacity of four bushels of
grain a day he would allow the distiller to *‘mash in'’ and use as much
more as he conld crowd in, and in every conceivable way that was done.
In many cases it was proven that there never was an; in measured
or weighed for the distillery in compliance with the law; that thegrain
was placed in the house, the storekeeper would conveniently retire, and
the distiller was allowed to help himself. Itwas also in proof that the
custom prevailed by these accommodating storekeepers ganging up for
taxation and placing in the warehouse the minimum capacity of the
distillery; that isto say, two gallons of spirits to a bushel of grain, and
leaving all thzgroduct over that untaxed, to be disposed of at the pleas-
m‘lasufgoodthedéa ‘ ling where the prodnct was msd h three gal

istilling where the uct was e to reac ree gal-
Ionsya day, this system would giga one gallon on every bushel of grain
to the distiller that paid no tax to the Government; and not only that,
but by the system of fraudulent mashing in or using the grain fre-
quently the surplus over the minimum capacity that paid no tax ex-
ceeded that which did pay the tax. One distiller in icular swore
that he had a distillery assessed at forty-eight gallons capacity per week,
and that he made one hundred gallons, and on fifty-two he paid no tax,
and the Government got tax only on forty-eight, and that with the
consent of the officer placed there and paid $3 a day to see that the law
was properly executed.

It would be impossible for me to go over all of the fraudsand irreg-
ularities, to give them the mildest term, that our committee found
daily in that collection district. It shows very clearly the necessity of
abolishing the revenue law as to these small distilleries, and hence the
proposition for an amendment to the revenne laws which I have just
presented to the Senate ; and that proposition is to repeal so much of
the revenue law as requires the appointment of storekeepers and gaugers
and persons to sit down at one of these little distilleries and watch, and
provides that instead of that they shall take out a license and pay for
that license in proportion to the capacity of the still and render an
account upon oath of all that they distill for taxation.

It may be said that it is opening the door to fraud. The reply is
that according to the testimony which was elicited by that committee
the door to frand is already wide open, and the United States revenue
officer stands in the door welcoming all who see proper to enter. When
youcome to consider that in one year it took $258, 000 to collect $499,000,
if by imposing a license tax upon all who distill at all, and requiring
them to come up and render upon oath the amount that they have dis-
tilled for taxation—if, I say, there is any possibility of committing a
fraud there that would exceed the cost of collecting the revenue there,
then I wounld to surrender the proposition which I have made.
But they could not possibly commit a fraud that would rob the Gov-
ernment of as much money as is paid to useless officers for the interest
and in the behalf of the Republican party of North Carolina, for that is the
chief object in keeping them there. They are maintained as a regular
political force, the collector being the chairman of the executive com-
mittee of the party ; he has things all his own way, and that I am satis-
fied, from the examination of the Commissioner, Mr. Raum, is done with
his full knowledge and consent.

Now, Mr. President, another consideration. Senators will find set
forth in this report, if they will take the trouble to read it, evidence
showing that it is a political machine. This will be found in the man-
ner in which political contributions were levied-in that connty. Every
officer was required to give one month’s salary; thatis, if he was on duty.
If he was on duty continuously for the year, that wounld be one-twelfth
of his salary; but many of them were on duty only two or three months
during the year, or four and five and six months during the year, and
sometimes the confributions amounted to 50 per cent. of all the officer
received from the Government. Not only were circnlar letters sent out
requesting these voluntary contributions, but frequently the collector
sent his deputies for it at the same time. Often the chairman of the
executive committee would send around one of his deputies with blank
checks, the pay of the officer being reserved at this collector’s office;
he would send around deputies with blank checks and require them to
sign those checks in blank, and the money was held back until thechecks
were signed, checks upon the bank for their salary, and they were re-
quired to sign them in blank. :

How can that kind of conduct escape the implication that itis a
forced contribution? Think of it. The collector sends out his depu-
ties with the blank checks in hand and reqnires the officers to sign them.
The money is reserved in the collector’s hands, at the same time that
collector being the chairman of the executive committee. Of course the
money comes, and it is called a voluntary contribution! I believe every
one of them swore that they willingly contributed with one exception.

Those officers are thus appointed, and the commissions are given to
them for the purpose of levying contributions upon them for campaign

and in some instances men were employed to editne pers
and they were paid as Government officers, as will be scen by reference
to the testimony of the collector himself. I asked him distinctly about
a certain paper, suhst.anh'a!ly as follows: ‘““Who owns the paper called
the Asheville Pioneer?” ‘I do,” said he, *‘ with some two or three
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other officers.” ‘“Whoeditsit?”” *‘Mr. C. W. Evesedits it.”” ‘‘How
did you pay him for editing it?”’ “I made him a general storekeeper.”’
And orators were imported into the district and paid in the same way,
tramping up and down the country, and I traced up one of them and
sent for his record in the office to show what work he had done. It
read something like this: On 19th policed from Statesville to Charlotte;
20th and 21st, policing in and around Charlotte; 22d, policing from
Charlotte to Concord; 23d and 24th, policing around Concord. And so
on all over the district. ‘* Policing,”” and then by obtaining the copy
of the Republican newspaper you would find that at every one of those
places where he was policing he had an appointment to make campaign
speeches to rally the faithful to support the party, and was paid for it
out of the Treasury of the United States; policing in behalf of Repub-
licanism, paid for it out of the Treasury of the United States. The
revenue agent who wassent to investigate that matter reported that the
records showed he had done noservice. And so it goes on, a system of
corruption, on a small scale, it is true, but the most infamous and de-
fiant system that ever was perpetrated in this country; and that is to
be sustained by the people of the United States; that is to be paid for
by the people of the United States!

Sir, I want to see this system broken up. The people of North Caro-
lina have no objection to paying that tax or any other tax laid upon
them if it be necessary to support the Government; but they do not
want their land filled with tramping emissaries of a political party,
using the power of the Government and prostituting their offices for
the purpose of controlling the political opinions of the citizens.

If this amendment shall be adopted as a part of the internal-revenue
law of this country in my opinion there would result from it more
clear money to the Treasury than is now collected. It is not possible
that these men could commit more fraud against the Government than
they are now committing, and the expenses of this vastarmy of officersis
much greater in my opinion than the amount that these small distillers
could defraud the Government of if the license for the still was prop-
erly assessed according to the capacity. .

I will not, as I said when I started out, detain the Senate; it is too
late an hour to do that and do justice to this subject; but I have felt it
my duty to call up these amendments and ask for a vote upon them
before the bill finally passes from this jurisdiction.

I want simply to say that I have collated the expenses of similar dis-
tricts in the southern portions of the United States, in the States of
South Carolina and Georgia and Tennessee, situated somewhat like the
sixth district of North Carolina. 1 find in the second Georgin district
that the collections were $266,000 and a fraction, and the expensesof
collection $76,000, which I make about 30 per cent.; in the second
Tennessee district the collections were $110,000and the expenses of col-
lecting over $29,000, which I make about 33 per cent.; in the cighth
Kentucky district the collections were $216,681 and the expenses of col-
lection were $49,000, which is about 25 per cent. ; in the South Carolina
collection district I find the amount collected was $135,907 and the ex-
pense of collecting was $45,332, and so on.

The amendment which 1 offer does not propose to disturb the inter-
nal-revenue laws in the slightest degree except as to these small dis-
tilleries of less than thirty gallons capacity. I think that purity in
politics would be promoted, I think that revenue would be promoted,
and good order would be promoted, and the harmony and satisfaction
of the people in all those sections of the country by the adoption of this
amendment.

Mr. McDILL. Mr. President, as I was a member of the committee
to which the honorable Senator from North Carolina has referred, it
may be necessary for me in behalf of the majority of that committee to
enter & dissent to some of the propositions made by the honorable Sen-
ator from North Carolinga, without reference to the merits of the amend-
ment he has proposed,

I understand him to charge that the evidence as taken before the
committee shows that the offices of the revenue collector in the sixth
district of North Cagolina were used largely for political purposes. On
the contrary, I think the evidence shows directly the opposite of that.
It was undoubtedly true that the evidence showed that the collector in
appointing his subordinates appointed them mainly from his own polit-
ical party, but it was equally true that the evidence showed beyond
any question that he often appointed men from the opposite political
party. That is shown by the testimony of the collector himself as
well as by the testimony of witnesses who were brought before the com-
mittee and who had been in the employ of the Revenne Department,
and who stated that they were and had been Democrats and had never
changed their politics.

Then, so far as the appointing was concerned, it was not confined at
all to the Republican party, but appointments were made from both
parties, and the collector states in a very intelligent way why he did
so0, and that brings out the real reason why polities had some connection
with the administration of the collection of internal revenue in that
district. He states, and so does Commissioner Raum, that when he
was called upon some years ago, about 1872 I think, to take charge of
that district he found it in a deplorable condition. Itis a mountain
district, comnosed of thirky-four counties, in the western part of North
Carolina. There were no good roads; many of the roads were mere

bridle-paths; every mountain, every ravine, every place almost was
occupied by those who were known as blockaders or distillers of illicit
whisky. At that time life was in danger.

The collectors of revenue and their subordinates were often in dan-
ger as they passed from place to place. They frequently were unable
to obtain a meal’s.victuals because the prejudices of the people were so
great against the system, and why? It was because when they re-
turned from the war they found this new system of collecting taxes.
Before that time for generations they had been in the habit of estab-
lishing little stills and making up their corn and their fruit into liquor.
They had never been used to a heavy tax upon liguors, and coming as
they did from the war, coming back to their homes and finding all
things in a ruinous condition, being a very illiterate kind of people,
those engaged in this mountain whisky-making were led to believe and
often do believe, as I think the evidence shows, that this was some
special system of torture that had been invented by the Yankees and
that they were being put npon; that they had not merely been con-
quered, that they had not merely been driven out of their camps and
compelled to go back to their fields, but that they were being in some
way put upon by the Government.

It was not long until those who were engaged in political discussions
took advantage of this feeling and kindled the flame and made it burn
higher instead of cooling it. All sorts of opprobrious epithets were ap-
plied by those who represented the opposite political party to all who
were connected with the revenue service. They were called, it wassaid,
grasshoppers. Although it was not in testimony, yet it was stated to
me as a matter of fact in that State that one eminent politician obtained
from the West one of the grasshoppers which sometimes depredate our
fields, and embalming it in alcohol carried it about with him from stump
to stump and illustrated what he called the wickedness and robbery and
tyranny of the revenue officers by a lecture npon the devastation which
visited the Western States through the grasshoppers. In this way these
unfortunate people were raised up to- a feeling that the war was not
over so far as they were concerned and that all these taxes on whisky
were 8o many devices of their natural enemies intended to torture them.
These people were white people, many of them ignorant people, who
were unacquainted with the course of public affairs.

Mr. DAWES. They had not caught on.

AMr. McDILL. They had not eaught on. About the time that Dr.
Mott, who was the late collector of internal revenue of that district, was
appointed, or shortly after that time, the present Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenae tried some way of breakingup this illicit distilling in
the South, and I know of no befter way of stating his plans and his
mode than by reading a few sentences from his testimony, all of which
any Senator who desires to understand the question should read care-
fully.

Tlave you any idea of the extent of country it covers?

He was asked as to the district.

Answer, Well, it constitutes not quite one-half in territory and almost one-
half in length of the State of North Carolina.

Q. Nearly three hundred miles?

A. Itmust be very nearly three hundred miles. The policy of my predecessor
did not seem to be to establish a permanent system ofpr‘;pmmsiou. and suitable
means had not been {u’ovided to overcome the formidable resistance which had
grown up in that and other districts, After looking into the matter carefully, I
beeame satisfied that the only way to suppress I'raugslhcre wias to array against
the wrongdoers a foree which would be sufficient to overcome their resistance,
and I directed in various communiecations the collector to employ the necessary
force to overcome this resistance, I stationed in that district the most experi-
enced and courageous revenue agents to assist by co-operating with the collector
in the enforcement of the laws. It was found that there were so many persons
engaged in defrauding the government that to bring everybody to punishment
who was guilty would involve so large a portion of the population lgal it would
be quite impracticable,

After consultation with the collector, whom I found to be a man of good judg-
ment, a fixed policy was adopted of dealing with these offenders, and it was
not confined to that district, but was made a general tem in all the infected
districts. The plan was, first, by vigorous measures, to force violators of the law
to the wall, so to speak, and then, after they had become satisfied of the deter-
mination of the Government and its ability to enforee the laws, and had mani-
fested a disposition to make peace with the Government, to extend to them
leniency, on such conditions as should appeal to the best side of their nature
so as to induce to ceasc committing frauds and resisting the officers, and
to observe the laws and assist in establishing a public sentiment favorable to
their enforcement. In all this work, which was a work of time, for you can not
revolutionize a public sentiment so well scttled as that in a day—it takes years
of patient labor—I found Collector Mott not only earnestly devoted to the work,
butan exeecdlnizly energeticman, and p ingall ther ry qualifications
of mind and will to carry out the instructions that were given him. ]

The suppression of illicit distilling, as I have said, was not confined to that
district, but it was a general system, and at times armed forces were organized,
extending from Wheeling, West Virginia, almost to the Gulf of Mexico, moving
simultaneously, and co-operating for a month or two at a time for the suppres-
sion of these frauds. One serious difficulty was the insuflicieney of the appro-
Frml.lom!. The operations of the Government were spasmodic, not continuons,
or the want of money. After the spirit of the illicit distillers had been pmtl{
well broken, I inaugurated a system of eneoumﬁ% the establishing of small
legaldistilleries in all the illicit-distilling districts, believing that the people who
were in the habit of making distilled spirits would either make them lawfully
or unlawfully, and I thought it was better to anthorize small licensed distilleries,
even though the Government should get only five or ten dollars a day from
them, rather than to have continual turmoil and eonfusion intrying to suppress
illicit distillation. That system originated in my office, and letters were written
to Collector Mou.h:mong others, to enter upon &e work of encouraging the old
distillers to establish Iawful distilleries,

Here is the origin of what is known as the small distilling system,
and I do not think that my honorable friend from North Carolina or
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any Senator upon the floor would be able to think of a better plan for
breaking up the illicit distillation than the plan that was adopted.
What in fact was the result? From that being a district in which the
revenue officers were in danger wherever they traveled from point to
point, and were compelled to take their provisions with them because
they could not have the hospitality of the country, in the years that
have passed since the adoption of that system all has been changed.
It is not known now that there is in all that district a single illicit dis-
tillery. It was evident everywhere the committee went, for we not
only took testimony here but in North Carolina, in the very district
which was being investigated ; and the testimony came not only from
the political friends of the collector but from his political enemies, that
there is a better state of sentiment in that country than there was
a while ago. Revenue officers can now travel with safety; revenue ofli-
cers can now receive the hospitality of those with whom they wish to
stop over night or for a meal. There is a better state of feeling.

But it became necessary for those who were making a political attack
against this system to change their base, and from arraigning the reve-
nue officers as those who were attempting to destroy the honest busi-
ness of these people they changed their policy, and for some years they
have been charging that this was a Polit&cal machine, just as the hen-
orable Senator from North Carolina has charged to-night that this col-
lector’s office and all the paraphernalia of the office were a huge Re-
publican political machine. That was met, after consultation, by the
appointment of Democratic young men to these places, the object be-
ing, as Dr. Mott, I think, expressed it, to divide the odium of the reve-
nue system between the Democrats and the Republicans. He selected
as well as he could young men of good character and of good families,
so0 that they naturally became the defenders of the system. They saw
then, for the first time probably, the injustice of the charges that were
made against this system and these officers, and gradually some of them
moved over toward the line of the opposite party, until some of them
became good Republicans. Othersremained Democrats and are Demo-
-erats to-day, but they testify with reference to the doings of the reve-
nue system in a spirit of fairness.

1t may be that it costs a great deal of money to have these small dis-
tilleries; soit costs a great deal of money I am told to officer some of the
custom-houses on the border, which are n , however, to put a
stop to smuggling. The difficulty comes from the habits of the peo-
ple. These people are in the habit of having small distilleries. There
is a real necessity, if they make whisky at all, that they should make
it in that way. They are not able to have larger distilleries; they are
not blessed with the means of transportation that we have in the North-
ern States, and it is almost a necessity for them to condense their prod-
uets in some way, and they have chosen to condense their corn and
their fruit into whisky and brandy. As long as that state of affairs ex-
ists there this or some better system must be adopted. This system
is a tried one.

My friend says there was an abundance of evidence of a division of
pay. True, there is evidence the charge was made. We heard by way
-of rumor all over the State of North Carolina and we heard from wit-
nesses here rnmors that storekeepers were dividing their pay with dis-
tillers. I have not time, and it would not be fair to weary the Senate
by going fully into the testimony, but I wish to refer now to the testi-
mony of some of these witnesses to show the character of it. The first
witness sworn was J. C. Barkley, page 16:

Heard one storek say that he had to divide. Knowsnothing of personal
knowledge. Heard Mr, Freeze, a distiller, say that Storekeeper Summers had
agreed to divide with him. Heard one storekeeper say that he O As8-
signment because he would not divide, and another that he would not divide,
but would pay liberally for board. ;

That is the character of the testimony almost without exception.

Mr. A. H. Brooks, an internal-revenue agent who was sent down
there to investigate this charge, it having come to the ears of the Com-
missioner that storekeepers were dividing, testified that he would not
accede to distillers’ terms:

Learned of one ease where distiller refused to run because the storekeeper
would not to his terms for board. Witness reported case to Mott, who
gaid the distiller should not have the man he wanted {‘loha never run. Witness
and Dr. Mott tried to find a case of division, but was never able to prove one.

The Commissioner in his test-im;ﬁ said that he had thought a great
deal about the matter; he had h the rumors; he had some reason
to believe that in some cases the storekeepers did divide their pay with
distillers, and that he had set the machinery of the office here at work
to try to find such a case. The character of the statements was largely
of that same kind, and came, I have no doubt, from the political discus-
sions and the political charges that were made.

My friend says that there was some one who was an officer who went
about making speeches, and he charges broadly that he was paid out
-of the United States for i es. Ih when I
was in North Carolina that the honorable Senator made last year eighty-
odd speeches in the State of North Carolina. I suppose he drew his
pay as a United States Senator at the time; but could I charge with
any degree of candor or with any degree of reason that my honorable
friend was paid out of the United States Treasury to make the political
speeches that he made? I could not do it. I think the evidence is
that this man weas paid for the time he worked for the Government.

With regard to political assessments I want to say that it was in evi-
dence that political assessments were raised there as they have been
raised in every part of this country. Itis a matter of public notoriety
that they have been raised in that way. These young men down there
paid large sums of money, sometimes giving over for political purposes
as much as one month's salary; but I believe with one single excep-
tion—and that was denied—all claim that they did it voluntarily and
were glad to do it and willing to pay. Iknow it may be said thatthat
amounts to but little. Men will say that on any occasion, but that
seems to be the testimony in the case.

I want to call attention to the statement of Dr. Mott as to the man-
ner of collecting. He was being asked about the contributions for cam-
paign purposes, and he says:

Question. Did you undertake to force your subordinates to pay it?

~Answer, Not at all.
Q. Did you write a circular letter to your subordinates about it ?

A. I wrote a letter to the subordinates, and expressed myself to every one of

them saying, I think—that is my recollection of it—that they were not required

to pay; thatthe committee did not want it unless it was paid willingly. Iwanted
them to understand that, and so expressed it in the letter, and that if they did
not accede to it that in no sense would their standing be interfered with by their
refusal, either at my office or at the Department.

Q. Soyou left it entirely optional with them to pay it or not?

A. Yes, sir, I want to state further in connection with these assessments in
this State and the amount that was raised, that the amount that had been ex-
pended in North Carolina generally to malke a campaign there, under the dis-
advantages the Republicans have to contend with in that State—that the amount
necessary for those purposes was about §23,000, It takes about that to make an
ordinary campaign, in the way that it had been condueted in that State; and in
making these assessments I was governed by the amount that I thought neces-
sary to make that campaign.

I suppose it is too late in the day for any one either on this side or
the other to- defend the raising of money in that way. I am ready to
say, however, that the conduct of affairs in reference to political assess-
ments, as far as I understand the case and as far as the evidence devel-
oped it, was no other and no different from what has prevailed in all
parts of this country for years past, even in the good old Democratic
days when I am told it was customary fo check off the rolls beforehand,
and at the very place where the disbursing officer paid the clerks a man
was standing by to keep out the amount assessed against them, It was
wrong then; if is probably wrong yet; butin this particular there was
nothing peculiar in this district.

Now, with reference to the amendment itself, I am free to say that
it does Jook to me to be a pity that it should be necessary to spend such
a large snm of money to collect the revenue, and yet I can see that there
was a real necessity for this or some other plan, and this seemed to be
the best plan at the time. It seemed to work well. Whether or not
the change proposed by the honorable Senator from North Carolina cag
now properly be adopted,. I am unable to say. I can see that in that
country, situated as it is, being a mountain country, unless there was
a constant delay and hourly supervision of these small distilleries, there
would be many doors wide open for frand. It is possible that the plan
proposed by the honorable Senator, if it was fully elaborated and care-
fully studied, might be a better plan than the one adopted by the De-
partment, but I think it ought to be after study on the part of the Fi-
nance Committee, after investigation. I think it would be unsafe and
unwise to attempt, as an amendment upon this bill, to change the plan
of collection, especially when we have a plan which has succeeded in
collecting the revenue. It is in testimony that under this system 1,160
illicit distilleries have been broken up during the time Dr. Mott was col-
lector. So that the work done under this system has been efficient in
accomplishing this purpose, it has worked well, and we ought to be
cautious in changing the system.

My friend also proposes to reduce the tax. I ammnot in favor of that.
I think the tax ought not to be reduced. I would not have taken any
part in this discussion but for the fact that it seemed to me necessary at
least to present this case in a little different view from that in which
my friend from North Carolina presented it. Heseemed to me to dwell
too much on the testimony taken for the defense, if I may use that term,
and overlooked the testimony taken on the other side. The testimony
taken by the committee is voluminous; it is general rumor. We were
compelled to hear what was said by way of rumor in order that we might
possibly find a man who knew the alleged facts. But I undertake to
say thatnot in one case in ten thousand did we ever get past rumor. It
seemed to be a circular motion, and I think it generally eame from po-
litical speeches made by some orators during the campaign. There was
a great deal of cloud and no rain, as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MircHELL] suggests. He was a worthy coadjutor in the work we un-
;lm-took to do down there, and I hope he will give his views on the sub-

ect.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President—

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will allow me
to make a reply.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. This does not seem to be a fair
discussion. If the Senator wantsto reply I shall certainly not prevent
it, and I will give way of courseif he will give me thefloor after a while.
I do not want to occupy more than two or three minutes.

Mr. VANCE. My friend from Iowa thinks that we got no proof, that
it was all rumor we got when we were in North Carolina investigating
the sixth collection district. Doubtless when his recollection goes back
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over the testimony he will modify that statement. When we put men
on the stand who confessed that they had done these things it seems
tome that that would amount to proof, especially in the absence of any-
thing to the contrary. :

‘We put quite a number of men on the stand who confessed that they
had divided their pay with the distillers or rather quite a number of
the distillers on the stand who confessed that they did receive pay from
the storekeepers. We put quite a number of practical distillerson the
stand who swore that they had made more whisky that was not taxed
than was taxed; who swore that the storekeepers stood by and never
made them measure or weigh the grain as the law requires; and they
said that the storekeeper would gauge up his two gallons that the Gov-
ernment required and let them take the balance. We also proved by
men that false keys were made and that the distillers were in the habit
of carrying false keys and entering the warehouses and removing whisky
surreptitionsly. All these thingswere proven by parties who state that
they did it or saw it done. If that does not amount to proof, I confess
I do not know what proof is. Of course there was a good deal of rumor,
because that kind of investigation had to take rumor in order to put us
upon the track of the evidence. It was a general inquiry, a grand in-
quest into the spirituous affairs of that collection district.

In relation to this man Harris, the Senator from Iowa says certainly
I can not be accused of taking money out of the Treasury of the United
States for making political speeches while a Senator. I think that is
hardly a fair parallel to the case before ns. This man did not live in
the district. He was a colored man and a noted orator among the col-
ored people. He was sent for and brought into the district pending the
Presidential campaign in 1880, and was on campaign duty for a large
portion of the time, and he received pay, as the vouchers that were on
file which were produced before the committee show, and that he did
no work. I beg to show by reading from the testimony of the revenue
agent who was sent to investigate:

UNITED STATES INTERNAL
Greensborough, N. C., February 6, 1881,

Sim: In reply to office letier of 20th January, 1881 (“T. M. C.” & “L. 8. R."),
directing me to find out to what particular duty James H. Harris, special deputy
in the sixth distriet of North Carolina, at §125 per month, is assigned, and to re-

upon his character, qualifications for the service, and the work performed
¥ him during the time he has been under commission, I have the honortostate
that an in gation of the case shows that the duty to which Mr. Harrls is as-

signed is to circulate around among the n?)lomd people and gather what in-
l'ormstioq he can as to parties engaged in illegal traffic in spirits and tobacco in

As to his character, I am hardly competent to judge from my own knowledge,
having met him only once, but from what information I have been able to gather,
1 should consider it reputable.

v As to his qualification for that service, I see no reason why he is not qualified,
but I think very little can be accomplished in that way. My experience hasbeen
that very little can be accomplished by this method. It soon comes to be un-

derstoog or suspected what such a person’s business is, and very little informa~

tion will be im; .

In the case of Mr. Harris, I find that the colored people generally understand
his business, and they will give him no information.

As to the workg):s ormed by him, there is no record in the collector’s office
showing that he accompl anything during the seven months he has
been on this duty.

I learn that much of his time has been spent out of his district.
I consider him of no use to the service in his present capacity.

Very respectfully,
£x v HORACE KELLOGG.
Revenue Agend.
Ilon. GREEX B. RAuM,
Comumissioner of Internal Bevenue, Washington, D, C.

That does not appear to be rumor. That is the report of the revenue
agent who was sent there to examine, and he says he finds no record of
his having done anything; but the newspapers of the day show that
he had a splendid record in rallying the colored people to the support
of the Republican ticket in 1880. I have no objection to that in the
world, but I state that his valuable services ought to have been paid
for out of the pockets of the faithful, and not out of the Treasury of
the United States.

Now I want to read a little more from the testimony taken in refer-
ence to the appointment of men with a view to proselyting. Here isthe
testimony of the collector himself when he was upon the stand, the ques-
tion being put by the chairman:

Question. Has not your office been administered, in Enm with a view of
making converts from your political opponents? I mean by that—if you donot
understand me—have you not picked up young men of large family connections
and got them into tions in the departments wiih the expectation that they
would become Republicans and bring their friends with them ?

Now, here is his answer:

I would eay, in reply, that T had two purposes in selecting men for these places.
One was, as1 stated morning, to transfer as much as possible the odium that
‘was put upon the service there in that State to the Democratic party; and ap-
poimguentswem made thereamong the Democrats against the wish of my politi-
cal friends, and with that view. I know I was threatened at one time with a
move against me on account of that. 1escaped at the time by defending myself
in my conversation with my political associates that it would result in the way

that you see it has. That is one defense of my course,and I confess that I have
selected men with that view to some extent.

There is the open acknowledgment.

Mr. EDMUNDS. That means virtually that he was getting Demo-
crats to obey the law and then they would become Republicans.

Mr. VANCE. Perhaps he did mean that, and perhaps he did not.
Now, let us see if that is the case that he was trying to get men to obey

thelaw. The chargemade againstthe collector by Revenue Agent Crane,
on which he was discharged from office soon after his appointment, was
as follows:

7. Mott has received credit on his disbursing accounts for 8000 paid W, P. Drake

for services as deputy collector for the last quarter of 1872and the first quarter
of 1873. Drake never rendered any service as depoty collector.

That is the charge made by the revenue agent, Crane. ' Here is the
answer to it by the collector, Mott:

Mr. Drake, one of the publishers of the only Republican journal in this district,
Was & ted a deputy in good faith, but did very little service as such, for the
reason—

I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa especially to this—

for the reason that shortly after his nm:'mi.ntment the main printer in the news-
szper office became disabled. Printers are scarce in this section, and the Presi-
ntial campaign being on hand all such were tightly d th]

Ce s
Mr. Drake renewed his operations at the newsgapcr office, while his work gs
deputy was faithfully and efliciently discharged by others employed for the pur-
pose.

Mr. McDILL. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to the
testimony on that point?

Mr, VANCE. Certainly.

Mr, McDILL. He will find on page 369:

Question. Mr, Drake was a general storekeeper residing in Statesville?

Answer. Yes, sir.

Q. Which Mr. Drake was it?

A, E. B, Drake,

Q. What aged man is he ?

A. Mr. Drake is now 68 years old, I think near 70,

Mr. VANCE. Thatis the father of the man I am reading about.
That is the old gentleman who was general storekeeper. This is the
young man, W. P. Drake, who was a special deputy.

Mr, McDILL. From what page is the Senator reading ?

Mr. VANCE. From page 511, from the answer of Mott to charges
made by Crane. Now, in the case of Eves, to which I referred

Mr. McDILL. I have now found the place-I want to call the Sena-
tor’sattention to—the answer to the seventh charge which he was read-
ing.
After stating ‘‘ that shortly after his appointment, the main printer
in the newspaper office became disabled,”” he says:

Printers are scarce in this section, and the Presidential eampaign on
hand, all such were tightly erg:.ged. Consequently, Mr, Dmﬂg renewed his

operations at the newspaper oftice, while his work of deputy was faithfully and
etficiently discharged by others employed for the purpose.

Mr, VANCE. Certainly, but Mr. Drake was paid while other people
did the work. That is what I complain of. Others were paid for do-
ing the work.

Mr. LOGAN. Drake paid the others?

Mr. VANCE. No; there is no statement of that kind. While his
work as deputy was faithfully and efficiently discharged by others em-
ployed for that purpose, there is no evidence whatever that Mr. Drake
paid them. Let us see if anybody paid for the work done by Mr. Eves,
at page 408. If my friend from Iowa sees proper to keep up with me,
he will find what I am going to read:

Question. Who joined with you in the purchase of the ** Pioneer?"
Answer. I think Mr. Bryan was one; A. B, Gillespie, and Mr. Brown.
Q. Was Mr. Lusk ?

A. Yes, sir; Mr. Lusk was in, too.

Q. Whom did you get to edit it?

A. Mr, Eves.
Q. . W.Eves?
A. Yes,sir.

Q. How did you pay him for his service as editor?

A. Eves was at that time a general storekeeper, and he probably acted as

deputy too.

& Did he have much work to do?

A. Idonotremember. There isnot much work on that side of the mountains,
You have some knowledge of it. There are not many distilleries over there;
but we are compelled to keep an officer there.

That is the way he was paid, and so it runs through the wholeof this.
testimony. I suppose it will not be denied by any one conversant with
the affairs down there that the whole thing was a political machine,
and the collector was at the same time runner and organ-grinder and
handle-turner of the machine.

There were some irregulaties discovered of a very serious character
in the office in the earlier years of the administration, to wit, the forg-
ing of vouchers, the putting in of the names of men as having done serv-
ice, accompanied by vouchers purporting to be sworn to and signed by
the collector, and all that, for the purpose of obtaining credit on the
disbursing account of the collector in the office in this city. The col-
lectoranswered tothat, admitting that these things had been done, and
said they were done without his knowledge. When asked why he did
not know of these things, they having been done in his own office by
his own chief clerk, his answer was that he was absent in the campaign.
There is the secret of the whole thing. He was absent in the campaign
serving his party, and not serving the Government in the office to which
he had been appointed and for which he was receiving pay.

I will not go further into these irregularities, the false and forged
vouchers that were exhibited before the committee. They will all be
found in the testimony submitted with the report of the committee.
ButI have to say in conclusion once more thatit seemsto me no candid
and dispassionate man can thoroughly read and study this testimony
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but will be convineed that it is a machine of a political party, a politi-
cal branch to the revenue department of this Government that is not
creditable to be maintained openly at the expense of the public, and
that it would result not only to the credit of the country to abolish it,
but it would resultto the actual benefit of the Treasury to abolish all
this machinery as applied to these small distilleries thronghout the
mountain region of the South.

Mr. McDILL. Mr. President, if I may be pardoned for a moment
longer on this subject—

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to modify my
amendment, wherein it provides that the tax npon whisky shall be re-
duced to 50 cents a gallon; not that I would not have it that, but Iam
satisfied that from the vote taken two or three days ago the sense of the
Senate is decidedly against a reduction. Therefore I modify it so as
not to change the existing tax upon whisky.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in thechair). The amend-
ment of the Senator from North Carolina is so modified.

Mr. MoDILL. I think it is only fair that I shounld refer to one mat-
ter spoken of by the Senator from North Carolina, and that is that part
of his remarks in which he speaks of i ities and then of forged
vouchers. Let me state briefly the facts concerning that case. It was
a matter which occurred within a very few months of the appointment
of the collector, who afterward served as I recollect about eight years.
He entered upon the discharge of his duties in that mountain district
which I deseribed in my former remarks entirely unacquainted with
the routine work of the revenue office. At that time the system of
supervisors of internal revenue was still in vogue and Mr. Perry was the
supervisor of that district. Mr. Perry suggested to Dr. Mott the em-
ployment of one J. A. Clarke, with whom Mr. Perry had had acquaint-
ance, and with whom, as I recollect the testimony, Dr. Mott had none,
saying he was an efficient man and understood the routine work of the
office, and he could trust him to set things going in the proper way.

At that time allowances were made of so much per annum for the
employment of officers, and the collectors of internal revenue were al-
lowed to employ as many or as few as they chose; they could only take
from the Treasury the amount that was allowed them for that fiscal
year. Mr, Clark took charge. e says in the district from which he
came it was the custom to fill up in an informal way vouchers, and they
often filled them up for a much larger amount than the allowance for
the year with the intention of affecting the allowance for the coming

ear; that is to say, if the estimate had been made for three deputiesat
100, they would make np vouchers for five deputies at $125 that they
might thereby impress on the mind of the Commissioner of Internal-
Revenue the necessity of making a larger allowance for the coming year.

A man named Kestler served a portion of a month and $65 was paid
to him, but it seems the collector did not know that Kestler had been
discharged. Mr. Mott, as the Senator suggests, was absent, let it be
on campaign duty; he was absent from the office, and trusting at the
time to what this man Clark should do, Clark filled out the voucher,
attached Kestler’s name fo it and signed it, but the money was not
paid to Kestler, but was paid to a man of the name of Walker. The
evidence is clear and explicit that not one single dollar of money did
Dr. Mott draw from the Treasury improperly; on the contrary that it
was utterly impossible for him to so draw a dollar of money from
the Treasury, because the allowance was made for the fiscal year, and
over and above that amount it was impossible for him to draw. The
charges were made against him at once when the matter was discovered,
and it was discovered about the time that it occurred. Dr. Mott was
summarily removed as soon as the chnrﬁwem made. An investiga-
tion was had by the Internal-Revenue Department and Dr. Mott was
restored, and remained in that office eight years. He was vindicated
by the men who investigated the transaction.

A large part of what the honorable Senator from North Carolina reads
is from the reports of the revenue agents. All who know the working
of the Revenne Department well know that they are sent about in the
shape of detectives, but it is sometimes the case that they magnify their
office. I think sometimes they are impressed with the idea that unless
they tell something wonderful of what they have seen or smelt the De-

ent will not regard them as efficient detectives. Almost every
one of these things has been investigated; and if Senators will examine
the testimony of the commissioner, Mr. Raum, they will find that the
conduct of that office from first te last was regarded as proper and reg-
ular.

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if there is any
proof of a reinvestigation of the case of Mr. Mott when he was first
turned out?

Mr. McDILL. I think there is not. The proof stands this way:
that he was removed as soon as the charge was made. Then a letter of
Dr. Mott, explaining the was given in evidence, and it appears
E;awaa put back in the place, and served for nearly eight years after

t time.

Mr. VANCE. Is it not in proof also that he was restored by the
President over the protest of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
and the Secretary of the Treasury both?

Mr, McDILL. I do mnot know but that may be true.

It was not
the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue, however. :

Mr. VANCE. Onemore question, and then I will give the floor to
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMEROX]. The Senator from
Towsa says that there was no money obtained upon these false and
forged vouchers. Suppose the money, as it was, was placed in the
hands of the collector on the estimate made for the official expenses of
the year, and suppose vaichers were sent out which were false and
forged toaccount for the expenditure of that money already in his hands,
I ask if that is not the same thing as drawing money out of the Treas-
ury directly upon those false and forged vouchers?

Mr. McDILL. No, sir; that was not the case. It was expected
when this allowance was made to the collector that he should himself
tak:i\l care of all subordinates, and they got their pay from him or none
at all.

Mr. VANCE. Of course the collector was not expected to keep all
the money thatwasover. Hewas not expected toretain that; but the
funds were given to him to expend in the proper expenses of his office
upon condition that proper vouchers should be filed. Of course if all
the money given to him for office expenses was not expended the bal-
ance belonged to the Treasury, and if sending up the name of a manas
having served nine months who had not served at all, and only had

retended to serve for twenty-one days, and getting credit upon the dis-

ursing account in this city in the Commissioner’s office for that much.
money expended of the amount in his hands, if that was not an im-
proper expenditure of money I do not know what could be.

Mr. McDILL. DBut the evidence shows that every dollar of that
money was not paid to Kestler, but was paid to Mr. Walker.

Mr. VANCE. That was the evidence, I admit, but it was not the
evidence at the time.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I certainly should not engage in the
discussion between these Senators, but I desire to call the attention of
the Senate for a moment to what was said here to-night. At this late
hour of the day and with but few days remaining of this session, we
were told to-night that there was no disposition to prevent the passage
of this bill or action being taken upon it, and within one hour after
the criticisms fell from the lips of the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
CoCKRELL] applicable to this side of the Chamber we have conduct
pertinent to this bill, of a very significant character. The Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] introduced a proposition here to change
the whole system of collecting the internal revenue of this Govern-
ment, a proposition calculated to provoke discussion, and a proposition
that can perform no office in connection with this bill except that of
delay. I will not say that it was introduced for that purpose, but I
do say that is the only office it can perform. Instead of discussing the
amendment on its merits as to whether this would be a better plan than
the present system for the collection of the internal-revenue tax on dis-
tilled spirits, we are to listen here to a speech in reference to the con-
duct of men who were officers and who are now citizens and out of
office. We are to listen to detailed accounts of political speeches and
matters wholly disconnected with the question so far as the collection
of the revenue is concerned.

Now, sir, what is the proposition? It isto provide that distillers who
distill thirty gallons or less per day shall not be required to have vigilance
over them by the officers of the Government, but that they shall be per-
mitted to distill spirits by obtaining a license from the Government. I
wish to call the attention of the Senator who proposed this amendment
to one or two of his own propositions: First, he objects to the mode and
manner of collecting the revenue. Why? Because corrupt men were
appointed, he says, in a certain district, but who no longer hold office.
Corrupt men have been appointed in office at times since the world be-
gan, and the best laws that have ever been enacted have sometimes had
corrupt and bad men to enforce them. Thatisnoargument againstthe
Ew.la It is only an agument against the men who were appointed under

e law.

The Senator says that some of them were Democrats. If they turn
out to be dishonest on account of being Democrats, I have naught to
say. If they were more honest because they were Democrats, the bet-
ter for the Government; but that is no argument. I will answer the
Senator’s proposition in this way: The time has not long passed when
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue had to ask for the power of this
Government to be exercised to enforce the laws in the State of North
Carolina, in the State of Tennessee, in Georgia, and in other States of
the Sout.!h, in order to collect the revenues of the Government. People
there were determined not to pay the taxes on distilled spirits due to
the Government, and they were denominated and known as *‘ moon-
shiners’” in the land. One thousand men in one locality in one week
pleaded guilty in a Southern State to having violated the revenue laws.
Men were convicted and sent to the penitentary for violations of the
law. Men were murdered and driven out of the States because they
were revenue officers But those men learned finally that they must obey
the law. To-day the revenues are collected all over the country fairly,
and I believe honestly, and at the very moment when we come down
to a point when the revenues can be collected in his State the Senator
desires a law to be passed thatwill give opportunity to every character
of fraud that can be invented by the genius of man.

The Senator says we should collect more revenue by allowing these

| distillers to make an affidavit as to how much they have distilled.
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First, he says he proposes to wipe out the machinery of the internal-
revenue laws and substitute a new machinery, which is that the dis-
tiller shall make an affidavit as to how much spirits he has distilled
during the day, the month, or the year, and that statement shall be
taken and the revenues collected on that. In the next breath he says
that those same distillers testified before a committee that they distilled
more whisky that they did not pay the tax on than they did pay the
tax on. Yet you are asked to take their affidavit as to the amount of
whisky they distill.

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ?

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly.

Mr. VANCE. The Senator perhaps did not understand me. Per-
haps I did not make myself clear. I speak of a distiller sometimes as
the man who owns the distillery, and then of the distiller as the pract-
ical man who operates it. The practical workmen who operate the
distillery were the men who said they did do this thing.

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference whether the man who owned
the still or the man who operated it for him cheated the Government;
it was all the same; the Government was cheated and the owner got the
profit and the Government was defranded. Now, the Senator, who de-
sires to have everything done honestly, judicionsly, and properly, and
in good order, comes here and asks the Congress of the United States
to take the aflidavit of these thieves who cheated the Government, ac-
cording to his own statement, rather than to have an officer of the Gov-
ernment stand there and watch them. That is the argument of the
Senator. That is the honesty that is to be ascertained and to be found
in the execution of the law that he proposes.

Allow me to demonstrate here in one moment how easy it would be
to defraud the Government under the plan proposed. Iirst, the Sen-
ator says it costs $200,000 in his district to collect $400,000, or very
nearly that sum. I believe that was his statement. Suppose it had
cost the whole $400,000 to collect therevenue, it only proves the dishon-
esty of the men engaged in that business in that district to require so
much expenditure in order that the Government shall not be defranded.
But let us examine for a moment and see how it wounld work. The
Senator wants the country to understand that because of the expense in
that district the Commissioner of Internal Revenue winked at those
frands, which is not true, for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is
an honest man. But because it cost 50 per cent, in that district to col-
lect the revenues the Senator would like to have the country under-
stand that that is the expensive machinery which applies all over this
country.

If the Senator would only remember back two or three years I sup-
pose he would recollect what it was that cost the Government so much.
It was to protect the lives of officers of this Government; it was to
keep them from being assassinated; it was to prevent men from per-
petrating murder in order that they might rob and plunder the Gov-
ernment of this revenue. The report of the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue shows that the whole cost of collecting the internal revenue
of this Government is 3} per cent. My State pays §23,000,000 of this
revenue, while the Senator’s State pays comparatively a mere bagatelle.
My State pays more revenue into the Treasury of the United States
than every Southern State put together. It is for the protection of the
States that pay the revenue that the expenditure of the Government is
necessary in protecting the Government against fraud by these distill-
ers in the mountains. If you require the distillers of spirits to pay
from ten, fifteen to twenty million dollars revenue they expect from
this Government that it will be required as well that they shall be pro-
tected by the Government in the collection of its revenue, and that the
Government will require the small distillers as well distilling all over
the country to honestly pay the revenue to the Government instead of
putting their whiskies on the market without paying the revenues,
thus forcing the distillers in the North to pay the large amount of reve-
nues to the country and engage themselves perhaps if they are inclined
to be dishonest and to act in fraud against the Government in order to
protect themselves.

It seems that Senators representing certain Democratic localities want
protection of every kind of everything they produce. They want the
Northern States to pay the revenues, first the duties that are collected
from foreign imports ; then they want the Northern States to pay the
revenues that are assessed as internal taxes, and at the same time they
want high protection on their dutiable goods. At the same time they
want the internal revenue wiped outso far as they are concerned, or at
least I refer to the Senator from North Carolina. That would be the
result of his proposition, whether it is his intention or not.

The moment that you allow these men to prosecute this work merely
by giving a license to the Government that very moment you tell them
to commit every character of fraud that is known in the catalogue of
frauds. You notify them that there is no eye towatch them, thatthere
is no officer near them, that there is no one to bother or interfere with
them while they are prosecuting their work and their labors; but at
the end of a certain term they will have to come up and make an affi-
davit that that is all the whisky they have distilled, and that is all
the tax they will be required to pay. If the distiller is so honest that
he will not perpetrate a fraud by making a false affidavit, I suppose
the same sharacter of men that he speaks of that run the distilleries

down there could be procured very easily, doubtless there are many of
them all over the country, North and South too, that could be procured
to make affidavits as to the amount of liquors they had made. Itis
very easy to allow a distillery to be run in the name of any person and
the name of the owner to beunknown. It is a simple proposition, and
this proposition of the Senator from North Carolina is a proposition to
perpetrate fraud against the Government.

Chl;tl’r. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. VANCE addressed the

ir.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr, MORRILL. I trust we may have a vote at the present time.
I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Before the vote is taken I shonld
like to make a few remarks,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1Is there a second for the yeas and
nays ?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President——

Mr. VANCE. 1 do not propose to be taken off my feet by a call for
the yeas and nays.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The thirty-ninth rule takes you off’ your feet.

Mr. VANCE. And the fortieth rule will keep me on them.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Will the forty-first rule take me
off of mine?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina
will be recognized as soon as the Senator from Pennsylvania concludes.

Mr. VANCE. Very well, if the Senator from Pennsylvania was rec-
ognized first; but I shall claim the floor and hold it as my right and at
my pleasure.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. My impression is that I gave up
the floor some time since to the Senator from North Carolina.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair has decided that the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to speak upon the
matter which has just been under discussion, but I desire to submit a
few remarks upon the tariff question generally. It may appear some-
what odd that I should submit them at this time, but I think it is best
that what I have to say ghould be said now.

Mr. President, I do not believe in the assertion that there isa demand
fora general readjustment of the tariff. Thereisnosuchdemand. What
the people need is relief from internal taxation. They do not believe
that protection is really taxation. NeitherdoI. I donotbelieve that
this discussion has been beneficial. It has paralyzed trade for months,
and will probably paralyze it for a year or more to come. Let us de-
vote ourselves to the reduction of internal revenue, which is taxation.
Pass a bill which will take off all internal taxation, but stop at that
and let the tariff alone. I am inclined to this opinion because I think
it best for the country and because I want the Republican party to be
the party of protection, and of protection for the whole country. There
have been too many individual interests at work trying to control its
readjustment, and which come here and ask for something for them-
selves, for their penknives, or their cotton-gins, or their files, or their
saws, or whatever they individually manufacture. I do notbelievein
this kind of protection. I believe in protection as a principle. I be-
lieve in it becaunse I think it is the only way that this great country,
in all its surronndings and characteristics, can have prosperity.

Protection means prosperity for all our people. I want protection
for the Carolinas in their rice, for Georgia in her cotton, for Louisiana
in her sugar, for Alabama, the Virginias, Pennsylvania, New York, and
for all the other States, in whatever industries and productions are best
sunited to them. Believing this, however, I do not believe in trading.
I will never trade one interest in my State to help gain the interests of
another State. I have no right to eriticise the actions of other Senators,
nor have I the slightest intention to makeany personal reflections; but
I want to say that the Republican party for more than twenty-five
years has proclaimed protection from the house-tops, and it is a princi-
ple which has saved us over and over again; and conspicuously so in
the last canvass, when Indiana itself was carried for protection and be-
cause of the assertion that we were protectionists, not because we wanted
to help the glass manufactarers of that State, not because we wanted
to help any simple interest, not because we were for protecting any
particular industry in that State, but becaunse we were protectionists
generally. Yet when we come together here we act simply each man
for the particular interest of his own constituents. That is nnfair and
unreasonable. If individual interests are to control in the readjust-
ment of the tariff, each bargaining and arranging with the other, then
I am against thiswhole measure. Iam a protectionist, not in the in-
terest of this or that industry, but for the welfare of the whole country.

Why should our people buy a toy from Germany instead of buying
one that is made in America? Why should they buy cheap cotton and
woolen cloth that comes from England? Why should they buy wool
that comes from Australia? Why should they import sugar from the
West Indies and cheap machinery from land? Why should they
contribute to the prosperity of other countries at: the expense of their
own? Iam in favorof the utmost freedom of trade between the States
of thisUnion, but of the highest possible protection against other coun-
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tries for everything that we can produce ourselves. If people wish to
buy the products of other countries instead of our own, then let them
pay for them. But this protection must be framed for the benefit of
the country at large, not of certain special interests and not by agree-
ments between those interests.

Let there be no attempt at a bargain. If there is any attempt at
trading, if there is any attempt to make a compromise, I am against
it as absolutely and ungualifiedly as the most extreme free-trader in
the Senate. TI'or him I have respect. He believes honestly in his doe-
trine of free trade, and he has the courage to proclaim it. This is his
honest conviction, and he thinks we should have free trade for every-
thing. I differ with him in fofo; but I say let us have one thing or
the other. Let us have free trade or protection, but let us have no bar-
gaining. Letus be courageous enough to do what we believe to be right.

In conclusion, Mr. President, I move to recommit the bill to the
Committee on Finance, with instructions to report to-morrow morning
a bill toreduce internal-revenue taxation withoutany tariff amendment.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—

Mr. MORRILL. Of course that is not in order.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. We will try the sense of the Sen-
ate upon it. I think it is in order.

Mr. INGALLS. Why is it not in order?

The PRESIDENT pro{empore. 1t is in order.

Mr. MORRILL. It is a resolution, and therefore must lie over one
day.

i![r. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It is not aresolution. I offerit
as a simple motion.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. It isin order, but the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] has the floor.

M;i.ngz}RRIS. 'Jé‘he motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania is

, I suppose
l:m'xll‘]m PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, the motion is pending, but the
Senator from North Carolina has the floor.

Mr. HARRIS. BSo I understand.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I am very sorry that this amendment
of mine has led to any discussion and delay. Notwithstanding the in-
timation to the contrary, such was not my intention. But it is an im-
portant matter, and Ip to say a very few brief words in reply to
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LogAN]. He says that the proposition
I have had the honor to make is one having a tendency to increase
frand, and that the arguoment I make only proves the dishonesty of the
distillers and the officers engaged in the collection of the revenue, and
that to remove the officers would increase the fraud rather than have
any tendency to repress it.

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator misunderstands me if he says I snggested
to remove the officers who committed fraud. I did not say that.

Mr. VANCE. The Senator, then, does not admit that the Govern-
ment’s officers have been guilty of any frand.

Mr. LOGAN, I have not anything to say as to whether they have
or have not, but I understood the Senator to say those men are out of

and I said the fact of a man committing fraud did not prove that
the law was wrong, it only showed that the man was wrong, and that
the removal of him was the removal of fraud, so far as he was con-
cerned, which is troe.

Mr, VANCE. Ifa man is committing frauds in partnership with a
Government officer there is very little chance for de him. Ifhe
was required to take out a license there would be no fraud in the pay-
ment of the money for the license; he wounld be subject to visitation, and
the distiller would be subject to have his distillery seized if found run-
ning without a license, just as it is now.

Is there anything so monstrous in the proposition that a man shounld
be required to state on oath the amount of his property subject to tax-
ation? Is not thatthe way taxes are paid in all the States of this Union,
in all counties and corporate associations of the Union? Should a man
be deemed a rascal simply because he is required to go to some officer
of the United States Government and pay for this license? All the
State governments and all the corporate governments of the country
in levying taxes simply require the citizen to come up and render a
schedule of his property and to swear to it, and there is the end of it.
It is done that way all over this country, except in regard to the inter-
nal revenue. It is that way in a great many other things that are taxed
for internal revenue. Bank officers do not have a man to sit down and
see the amount of their circulation. The importers are simply required
to swear to their invoices in the custom-house when they import
Bank officers simply render an account of the taxation due to the Gov-
ernment and swear to it. A citizen of the State renders the amount of
tax due to the State under the laws of the State, and he swears to it,
and that is the end of it. But the moment a man distills his grain the
Government takes it for granted that he isascoundrel and puts another
man there to watch him.

I think the monstrosity abont that proposition is its absurdity. If
a man can be trusted in one thing he can be trusted in another. Even
now no storekeeper sits down to watch a distiller distilling frunit. The

distiller distills fruit and the Government gauger around to gauge
it, and the distiller renders an account on oath of the amount distilled.
‘Why should he not do that with his grain? N
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I should like to know if the Senator from Illinois has forgotten some
frands that were perpetrated in his country; out in the western coun-
try somewhere, not long ago? It seems to me I have heard of a man
by the name of MeDonald, and a man by the name of Joyce, and a man
by the name of Babeock, who stole more money from the Government
at one clip than the whole amount of the distillation of grain and fruit
in North Carolina would amount to in five years. Yet the Senator
talks about the dishonesty of distillers in the State of North Carolina.
I know there is a tendency in all men to overreach the Government in
taxation matters. I know that is universally the failing; but at the
same time I beg Senators to remember that the poor men in the mount-
ains of our country who are running a four-bushel distillery have not
half the temptation to commit frauds that persons have in the great
distilleries of the West, where millions ean be swooped up at once.

My humble and honest opinion is that if these men were treated with
proper consideration, if they were allowed to take out a license, and if
the amount to be paid for it should be based on the capacity of their
stills, and they were put on oath as to the amount they distilled, and
they were required to render it thus for taxation and were not beset by
the Government as they are, it is my honest opinion, I say, that the
amount they would defraud the Government of wounld not be anything
like half equal to the amount paid to officers nused to recruit for the Re-
publican party. That is the notion I have about it.

In that one district, as I said before, in 1881 the collections amounted
only to $499,000 and a fraction, and the expense of collection amounted
to $268,000, leaving $221,000 to the Government. Could those men
engaged in that business, supposing they had paid a pretty heavy
license-tax, and supposing that they had rendered some of the quantity
that they had distilled for taxation, possibly have cheated the Govern-
ment out of as much as it took to pay for the collection? Thatis the
question.

I admit that the scheme is somewhat obnoxious to the comments of
the Senator from Illinois, I admit that it is imperfect, I admit that the
whole thing ought to be wiped out. The only way to cure that evil is
to wipe it entirely out. Itisa tax obnoxious to the spirit of freemen; it
is a tax obnoxious to the spirit of our institutions and to the feelings
of our peopleeverywhere. Iacknowledge that; but the Senate decided
that it would not so abolish it, and this amendment seeks to abolish
the evil of having armies of men spread out through the country en-
gaged in dishonest practices, in campaigning for a party and making all
the money they can out of the offices that they are intrusted with; and
it seeks to save the Treasury the expense of this vast horde of officers.
That is what I hope to effect by this motion. I have had no otherde-
sire in the matter whatever.

I am now, as I said when I made my first few remarks, perfectly
willing for a vote. I do not want to extend the discussion any lo 3
but as long as I am assailed of course I shall be obliged to reply. e
Senator said a good deal about the danger to life in that country, and
he alluded to the report of the Commissioner about the number of offi-
cers who had been shot and killed. That is unfortunately true; but
the report of the Commissioner took very great care not to show the
number of men who had been slain by the revenue officers. If theSen-
ator will read the testimony taken before the committee he will see
something of that, but very little of it, because the committee decided
that they could not go into this thing prior to a certain date. He will
find that in that country where one revenue officer had been killed at
least three of the people of that country had been slain by revenue offi-
cers or United States marshalsacting with them. He will find cases that
will shock the sense of justice of any Senator on this floor; he would
find a case where a marshal traveling in company with a deputy col-
lector for the purpose ostensibly of collecting internal revenue halted a
man in the road, against whom he had no warrant, and when the man,
being alarmed, started to run, the marshal shot him down in his tracks.
He was taken to the Federal court and pleaded that it was done in
the discharge of his duty and he was acquitted. I couldcite the Senate
to a dozen instances of that kind in North Carolina; and if you, Mr.
President, or Senators here, could be aware of the tyranny of this horde
of United States officials through that country and the manner in which
they have trampled upon and defied the feelings and prejudices of the
people among whom they were pretending to execute the law, I am sure
that you would do justice to those unfortunate people. They have been
more sinned against than sinning in this matter of the collection of in-
ternal revenne, Five outrages have been committed by officers of the .
Government upon the people to where one has been committed by the
people upon the officers of the Government. If the Internal Revenue
Commissioner’s reports would only show the true state of things there,
and how where men were mdmbeg in the State courts for flagrant vio-
lations of law against the lives and ngertyof citizens they would take
their cases into the Federal court, which was generally the end of them,
I am sure the feeling would be different. I have never known one to
be punished yet in the Federal courts for any ontrage committed on the
people of that country. Nor do I mean to reflect on the courts there;
but it somehow happens that they always escape, so far as I am aware
of the facts.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I am always glad in matters that T am
conversant with, and I do not claim to be very much so with this, to
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in discussion with gentlemen where we have legitimate discus-
sion. The Senator from North Carolina is somewhat unfortunate in his
reply tothe remarks I made in saying that I was accusing the people of
North Carolina, that is the distillers, of heing dishonest. The Senator
himself proved their dishonesty by his own statement, and I was only re-
lying to that. He said that they had distilled more whisky that they
gnd not paid the tax on than they had distilled whisky that they did pay
the tax on, and it was his own statement against his own constituents
showing their dishonesty to which I replied, asking him if he desired
to put the Government in the hands of that character of men and
merely take their affidavits for the amount of whisky that they distill.
He says again that they have to swear now fo the production, and he
was equally unfortunate in his illustration. He said that the duties
collected on imported to this country did not have a vigil over
them that those had which paid this form of internal-revenue tax.
The Senator will see, if he will reflect, that he is mistaken.

There can not be one dollar’s worth of goods imported brought into
this country that does not have to pass through the custom-hounse. The
officers inspect every article and require an affidavit to it besides. The
- custom-houses have inspectors, secret agents, examiners, weighers, and
watchers. He knows that if he understands the laws regulating the
customs of the country. So it is in the collection of the internal rev-
enue on the same principle that they have men to examine the goods.
How can a man examine the spirits distilled at a distillery unless he
has the opportunity of knowing the quantity that is made? Itisonly
in following out the principle that Congress adopted for the purpose of
protecting the Government in the collection of their revenue that this
revenue law is now in existence.

_In reference to what the Senator said about ¢rimes in the SouthI do
not care to go into that. I do not care to bandy words about who stole
whisky or who did not. It is not an argument against the execution
of the law, but it is a strong argument in favor of it. The fact that
frauds could be committed while we have a law giving a watch over
every gallon of whisky that is distilled, only shows greater necessity
for having vigilance. I have nothing to say about persons that the Sen-
ator referred to as having robbed the Government; though as to eiti-
zens of Illinois being implicated, he is mistaken in that.

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator please, I said the ‘‘western country.”

Mr. LOGAN. I will state it a little stronger than the Senator did.
There were citizens of Illinois who did rob the Governmentand the Gov-
ernment sent them to jail and put them in a penitentiary for doing it.
That is exactly where your distillers ought to have gonewho swore that
they distilled more whisky than they paid the revenuetaxon, andif they
had been properly followed under the law they would have gone to the
penitentiary where the men in Illinois whorobbed the Government went.
They would have gone to the same place or another one like it. That
is the difference between the execution of the law in North Carolina and
in Illinois. We sent our violators of the law to the penitentiary. I
do not know what you did with yours. .

I do not know anything about it. As I said I do not want to discuss
that kind of a proposition in connection with this proposed law. Itis
a mere question as to whether this in my judgment as proposed will
affect the revenues either in favor .of the Government or against it. I
do not wish to go over the argnment again, but I have stated the rea-
sons of the objections fo this proposed change in the law and the rea-
sons why it ought not to beadopted because it tended to fraud, because
it invites frand. I think frauds would be committed under it and youn
could not escape it.

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I wish to submit to the Senate a sug-
gestion in regard to a final vote upon this bill. The bill has been de-
bated now for about eight weeks, I think very nearly. It has been
fully discnssed in Committee of the Whole and in the Senate, and all
the amendments adopted as in Committee of the Whole have
under the review of the Senate. Not only that, but many others have
been added.

There must be an end to all things, and there should be an end to
the discussion of this bill, however important it may be, and no man
recognizes its importance or the importance of the subject more than I
do. It was for that reason that I voted against the amendment of the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowN] to unship and disturb the action
of the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and in the Senate upon the
salt question. It had been debated almost infinitely and a decision
had been reached, and I thonght it time to let it come to an end.

I desire for one that the bill shall reach a legitimate end, which is,
that it shall be voted npon by the Senate favorably or unfavorably, but
that the end shall come in theregular way, and that itshallnot be post-
poned and diesimply of continued postponement. Ihave nothingto say
to Senators on this side of the Chamber or the other side of the Senate
as to delay or obstruction and the like. The record will speak for itself
and it will show at least the time that has been occupied. Whether it
will show the animus of the occupation of that time or not I do not
mean to say, but it will show how far in the orderly way the
amendments to this bill have been debated and for what object.

There are amendments that still should be offered to the bill. Ihave
one in particular which I desire to submit to the Senate without any
further debate, if need be. Itisanamendment that I offered and with-
drew at the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who

said he proposed to offer a substitute. Other amendments have been
offered but no substitute for the proposition has been made. Still I
want an opportunity to bring the matter before the Senate and have a
vote upon it.

Now, I suggest at 2 o’clock to-morrow the Senate proceed to vote
upon the amendments to the bill without farther debate upon the sub-
ject. Why can not that be done?

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. On all of them?

Mr. BAYARD. On all of them; on any amendments that may be
offered, but thatdebate on amendments to the bill shall cease at 2 o'clock
to-mofrow. That will enable us to reach home by midnight, I suppose,
to-night. No one expects, in the present condition of the Senate, with
the scant numbers present, that the bill will be disposed of to-night by
avote. Therefore I make that suggestion, and I make it to indicate my
judgment and what I believe is the judgment of the Senate, that the
bill should come to an end legitimately, and I would call it illegitimate
if it is simply talked to death or postponed under the plea and pretense
of debate and of amendment.

Instead of 2 o’clock it has been suggested to me by the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] that 1 o’clock be named as the time that de-
bate shall cease and when amendments shall be voted on without farther
debate. I therefore ask that that proposition may be submitted to the
Senate by the Chair, and that it may be a unanimous agreement that
we shall proceed to vote upon amendments to the bill at 1 o’clock to-
morrow and continue until the bill is finished.

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to see 4 termination brought to this mat-
ter as soon as possible. I am willing to take any snggestion that is
made on the other side; but some time between now and the close of
this debate I desire to offer in pursuance of, as I think the unanimous
instruction of the Legislature of Ohio, one amendment, and I shall be
content with a fen-minute opportunity to present the facts in regard
toit. It isin regard to wool. I could not perform my duty to my
State or to the people of my State without presenting the question of
the relative duty on wool and woolen goods.

Mr. COCKRELL. Would notthe Senator have time between 100’clock
and 2 o'clock to-morrow to do that? That would be four hours.

Mr. SHERMAN. | Yes; Isimply wish to enter this caveat so as not to
be precluded from having the opportunity of presenting the amend-
ment, so that there may be no question about it hereafter.

Mr. COCKRELL. Therewill be no question atall about the Senator
having the opportunity before 2 o’clock.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One o’clock is now su ¥

Mr. COCKRELL. Then he will have an opportunity between 10
o’clock and 1 o’clock to present his amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. There may be other amendments pressed in that
time, and I simply wanted to have it nnderstood.

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall meet at 10 0’clock, and any Senator can
get the floor in those three hours and make a ten-minute speech, I take it.

Several SENATORS. Offer it now.

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not like to take a vote upon it to-night,
because we have barely a quornm, but I am willing to apply to myself
the ten-minufe rule and to present the simple question, and it is as
simpleas can be. It is simply raising the duty on wool 2 cents on two
grades. I desireto do that. g

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Chair will state to the Senate
that the motion pending now is to recommit the bill with instructions.

Mr. SHERMAN. That would take the bill right from under us, but
that motion ought to be put. It is a privileged question. I think
w:l ﬁ better adjourn now and agree to take the vote to-morrow at 2
o’ |

Mr. HARRIS., Had we not better dispose of the motion to recom-
mit to-night?

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of the motion to recommit. The
Senator from Pennsylvania made a motion to recommit the bill. Let
us vote on that.

Mr. HOAR. It seemsto me that amendments which are to be voted
upon at 2 o'clock or at any future time ought to be offered to-night;
otherwise amendments of the most important character might be sprung
upon the Senate, and nobody would have an opportunity to state the
ohjections to them. It seems to me that if the vote is to be taken at 1
o’clock the amendments ought to be in the Senate by 11 or 12 o’clock,
an hour or two before the vote, so that if there is any amendment of
special importance we may at least have some time to consider it before:
voting upon it. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware to modify his
suggestion thatall amendments should bemoved by 120’clock to-morrow
if they are not ready to-night, and then that the vote shall be taken
without further debate, beginning at 2 o’clock. That will be a fair and
just propesition, but I submit it would not be fair to put any amend-
ments that are offered after debate has gone by which may be of a very
important character.

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Ohio proposes to offer an amendment
increasing the duty on wool. If that is earried in the Senate it will be
necessary to offer amendments to the whole schedule of woolen manu-
factures, because the one now has been adapted to the other. The
woalen manufactories of this country have been running close to the
wind for twenty years. Over half the time the woolen manufactories

in Indiana have been lying idle, and now if wool is to be restored it
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will be done very nnjustly. Indeed, unless the whole tariff touching
woolen manufactures is revised and adapted to the new increase upon
wool, I shall reserve at any rate the right of giving notice that I shall
offeramendmentsincreasing the duties on woolen manufactures through-
out the schedule.

Mr. ANTHONY. It is notnecessary to reserveit.
have the right under the arrangement proposed.

Mr. MORRILL. I will say that if the amendment of the Senator
from Ohio should prevail I have along series of amendments that will
be absolutely indispensable to make to the woolen schedule.

Mr. COCKRELL Certainly it would be impossible to agree to the
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts, and I hope he will not
insist upon it. One amendment may necessitate other amendments.

Mr. FRYE. Isaid what I did hoping to induce the Senator from Ohio
not to offer the amendment he indicated. The wool men have agreed
once before the committee by their representative to the present rate
which has been established on wool. 3

Mr. SHERMAN. I am authorized to deny that, but I do not want
to get into any controversy about it. I do not know anything about it
myself, but I am authorized to deny it by the person who it is said
agreed to it. I donotwant to raise any question of disturbance among
private gentlemen. What I do I do in pursuance of the instruction of
the highest anthority in my State, the Legislature of Ohio. I desireto
present the question, not with any feeling at all myself about it, and
withont any embarrassment in regard to whether other amendments
may be reserved. I shall vote for any amendment necessarily to result
in consequence of my amendment, if it should prevail. I am willing
to offer the amendment now if it is deemed proper.

Mr. BAYARD. There seems to be no disposition to meet the sug-
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts that theamendments should
be all offered before 2 o'clock so that none should be offered after that
time. But unless I misread the character of the Senate, if it is pro-
posed, under an arrangement of this kind, on a multifarious bill that
has been discussed here for nearly two months, a sndden, unexpected
amendment that changes the whole character of a tariff rate or of a
schedule would savor so much of a trick that I will not suppose that it
is intended or that it could be done without a wrongful imputation to
the person who attempted it. I did not suppose that. I took it for
granted that running through our debates in this body, differing as we
may, there was a sense of openness and fair play and notice of what we
intended to do all around.

A snggestion of this kind depends npon general consent, the result
of what I may call the common sense and judgment of the Senate in
dealing with a public question of this character, and dealing withit in
the presence of a speedy adjonrnment and end of the session. We are
told by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that he will
feel it his duty to call up the regular appropriation bills to carry on the
Government, and insist upon their consideration after perhaps to-night,
he said, butcertainly after to-morrow. With the 3d of March, whichisour
day of adjonrnment, Saturday night, the 3d of March, the Senate must
adjourn; the term expires, and the supplies for this Government must
be found, tariff or no tariff, reform or no reform. It is a practical fact,
and the question is whether the Senate, in the face of the few days that
remain for us, are willing to bring the tariff bill to a test, and vote to
pass it or defeat it. If there be anything unreasonable or unfair, of
course Senators will object to the proposition; but I take it for granted
that we have made some headway, satisfactorily or otherwise, in the dis-
cussion of this bill. I regret to hear from the Senator from Qhio that
he proposes to reopen the wool schedule as he opened, and reopened, and
opened again the schedule of iron duties ; but if that be his proposition
he should give inhis amendments at an early hour to-morrow, 1n order
that amendments to his amendments may be offered.

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to give them now.

Mr, BAYARD. Let the Senate have notice of them.

Mr. SHERMAN. I can read them in a moment.

Mr. BAYARD. I hope that some arrangement will be made. I do
not think i$ is so important as to mere details as it is that the end
should come to this tariff discussion.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there is one of the rules of this
body that requires Senators to address the Chair and be i
before they proceed to make very long speeches. This bill was taken
up for discussion on the 9th of January, and repeatedly since that time
my colleague, in charge of the bill, has implored the other side to come
to an understanding to limit debate, so that every gentleman could have
his say and say it for once or fwice or three times, but stop when he
had gotten through, which so few of us know how to do; and every
time my colleague has made that proposition the other side has said,
‘*No, no, the liberty of debate is sacred in this Chamber and we will
not be confined either in time or space or circumstance in the free ex-
pression of our views;’’ and so for a month and a half nearly, a month
and a quarter certainly, we have gone on, my colleague urging us to
stay here every day and repeating from time to {ime this proposition,
to which the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, some one or
all, have always objected. Now, when there have been one hundred
and fiity speeches made in violation of the rules on that other side and
a good many on this—

Mr. COCKRELL. Your side has made twice as many.

The Senator will

Mr. EDMUNDS. A good many; I will not take the arithmeticand
figure out how many. We have gone on inviolation of the thirty-ninth
rule, which requires every Senator to speak not more than twice to the
same question; and, as my honorable friend from Tennessee [Mr. HAR-
R1s] said in the chair to-day about an amendment to strike out another
word beside one that had been put in, or a series of words that did not
alter the substance, this rule was a rule of substance; but in spite of
the rule, over and over again by scores—I do not exaggerate when Isay
by scores—of times Senators have stood up to debate the same proposition
over and over again. Some of us have not been conspicuous in debate,
although we have stayed within the reach of the roll-call every time.

Now we come down to the critical point of this bill, as to the final
shape it is to take and the shape in which it is to go to the House of
Representatives. Now up stands my distingnished friend from Dela-
ware [Mr. BAYARD] and says that his side have got the benefit of un-
limited and repeated and reiterated debate on every proposition a thou-
sand times over, at this last moment when the passage, in my opinion,
of any bill about the tariff is utterly hopeless, and says now let us cut
off all debate to-morrow afternoon at 1 or 2 o’clock and go it blind the
rest of the time.

That is a commentary upon political and human consistency it must
be admitted. I do not think my friend from Delaware has made the
objection, but his political friends have every time that my colleague
has proposed that every man should have his say and time enough to
say it on every proposition. Having got the benefit of that performance
for five or six weeks, it is proposed that now, when we come to the eritical
point, everybody’s mouth shall be closed and we shall run for chances.
Is that a good thing to do? I have not said anything yet about this
bill; I have not occupied three minutes; I have said nothing, except
two or three inquiries. When the question comes, as the thing now
stands, on the adoption of this tariff amendment to the internal-revenue
bill I ghall have something to say and I intend to say it. Therefore I
do not agree to the proposition.

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish it printed ?
It will be received and laid on the table.

Mr. BROWN. It is evident—

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will allow me to offer an amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi offers
an amendment to be printed, the Chair understands.

Mr, ROLLINS. Are amendments to the bill in order ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There isno amendment in order now;
but amendments will be received by the Secretary. The Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Beowx] has the floor.

Mr. DAWES. T hope the Secretary will keep the amendments for

the present.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir.
Mr. ROLLINS. I wish my amendment printed.

Mr. BROWN. AsI commenced to remark, it is very evident to ev-
ery Senator present that there is no possible chance to get a vote on this
question to-night, and it is further very evident that we shall come to
no agreement abouta voteat a particular hour to-morrow. The Senate
has now been nearly thirteen hours in continuouns session, and I move
that it #o0 now adjourn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgin moves that
the Senate adjourn.

Mr, ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk
proceeded to call the roll. i

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen-
z‘ltor frgm Georgia [Mr. BArRrow]. If he were present, I shonld vote

‘nay.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name wascalled). Iam
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER].
Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the

Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. If he were here, I should
vote ‘““nay ;" but I have the right to vote if it is necessary to keep
quorum.

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I have a general pair
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr, LAMAR], but I can vote on the
question of adjournment, and therefore I vote *‘ nay."

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator can vote ‘‘nay.”

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—
yeas 8, nays 44; as follows:

YEAS—8,

Brown, Tlampion, Jones of Florida, Vance,
Coke, Jonas, Ransom, Walker.

NAYS—44.
Aldrich, Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, Plumb,
Allison, Dawes, Jackson, .
Anthony, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Rollins,
Bayard, Frye, Kellogg, Sewell,
Beck, George, lagn, Sherman,
Call, Gorman, MeDill, Slater,
Camden, Groome, MeMillan Tabor,
Cameron of Wis., Harris, AMiller of Cal., Vest,
Cockrell, Harrison, Millerof N. Y., Voerhees,
Co T, Hawley, Morrill, Williams,
Dawu ., Hoar, Platt, Windom.




2032 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 19,

ABSENT—24.
Barrow, Ferry, Lamar, Mo
Blair, Garland, I.ng}:am. Pendleton,
Butler, Grover, MoPherson, Saulsbury,
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, Saunders,
Edmunds, Hil, Maxey, Bawyer,
Fair, Johnston, Mitchell, Van Wyck.

So the Senate refused to adjourn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The question recurs on the motion
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to commit the bill
to the Committee on Finance, with instructions to report the same to-
MOITow morning, omitting therefrom all provisions relating to duties
on foreign imports.

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. ROLLINS called for the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MORRILL. Were not the yeasand nays ordered on the amend-
ment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]?

Mr. EDMUNDS. Baut this precedes that.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. A motion to commit takes precedence
L SR R S

e ci ive Cler] e roll.

Mr. CAMEP.EON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I
am generally paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Bur-
I.lmﬁ:m I rather incline to think he would vote for this motion, and
therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.”

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the

_Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND].

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR], but I understand he would vote
‘:nay"if present, and therefore I take the responsibility of voting
4 my.!i

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
Senator ﬁ-o?’:l Virginia [Mr. JouNsTON]. If he were present, I should
‘,ota Siym

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New York [Mr. LaprAm]; but I understand he would
vote ‘‘nay?’’ if present, and I vote ‘‘nay.”

M. BROWN (afr having noted in the negative). 1 paed

I. no e negative). Iam or
the rest of the evening :'1]1!% the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN
Wyck]. I did not hear his name called as having voted, and as he
did not vote I withdraw my vote.

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr.

BArrOw].
The result was announced—jyeas 4, nays 46; as follows:
YEAS—4.
Cameron of Pa..  Jones of Nevada, Sewell, Vest.
NAYS—46.
Aldrich, Davisof W. Va.,, Ingalls,
Allln:n, Dawes, Jackson, m.
Anthony, Farley, Jonas, h,
Bayard, y Jones of Florida, Rollins,
Eﬁf’ goaorse, Kellogg, %pb&:r.
TIMAI, T,
e ol Wis, Hammﬁto g Waire
' I, er,
Guckrullemr: I Miller of 6&].. ‘Williams,
Coke, Harrison, Millerof N, Y., Windom.
‘Conger, Hawley, Morgan,
Davis of 11, Hoar, Morrill,
ABSENT—26.
Barrow, Garland, MecPherson, Baunders,
Blair, | Grover, Mahone, . Sawyer,
Brown, Hale, Maxey, Sherman,
Butler, Hill, Miteheil, Van Wyck,
Ed da, Johnston, Pendleton, Voorhees.
Fair, Lamar, Ransom,
Ferry, Lapham, Saulsbury,
So the motion to recommit was not agreed to.
The PRESIDENT The question recurs on the amend-

ment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE].

Mr. PLATT. May I propose an amendment to be in order for to-
morrow ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from North Carolina, on which the yeas and nays have
been ordered.

Mr. McMILLAN. Ishould like to have the amendment read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to have it

The Acting Secretary read the amendment.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). As I have already an-
nounced, I am paired for the rest of the evening with the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. Ishall notannouncethe pair again. If
‘he were present, I shonld vote ‘‘ yea '’ on this amendment.

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name wascalled). Iam
paired with the Senator from South Carolina ]iMr. BuTLER].

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was calléd). I am paired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. If he were here, I should vote
“*nay,”” and I do not know but that he would also.

Mr. JONAS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with theSena-

-~

tor from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERs0ON]. If he were here, I should
vote * yea."

Mr. McDILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR]. If he were here, I think he
would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and I should vote ** nay.”’

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the
f‘:‘»‘enntor from New York [Mr. LAPEAM]. If hewere here, I shonld vote

ea.!!

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. HILL. Iam paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY].

Mr. BLAIR. I announce my pair with the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. BARROW].

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 37; as follows:

YEAS—I11.
Call, Hampton, Pugh, Vest,
Coke, 'l.[nrri‘;, Ransom, Walker,
George, * Jackson, Yance,

NAYS—37.
Aldrich, Pavis of W. Va., Jonesof Nevada, Rollins,
Allison, Dawes, Kellogg, Sewell,
Anthony, Farley, muﬁan Sherman,
Bayard, Frye, i y Slater,

4 Gorman, McPherson, Tabor,
Camden, Groome, Miller of Cal., Wi
Cameron of Wis,, Harrison, Millerof N. Y., Windom.
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill,

Oow:r, Hoar, Platt,
Davis of IlL., Ingalls, Plumb,

ABSENT-—28. :
Barrow, Ferry, Jones of Florida, ‘Mol
Blair, Garland, Lamar, Pendleton,
Brown, Grover, Lapham, Saulsbury,
Butler, Hale, MeDill, Saunders,
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Mahone, B&ww,
Edmunds, Johnston, Maxey, Van Wyek,
Fair, Jonas, Mitchell, Voorhees.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. PLUMB. On page 14 of the last print of the bill, at line 245, I
move to strike out after the word ““dry’’ the words ‘20 per cent. ad
valorem,’’ and insert ‘‘ three-fourths of a cent a pound.’”’ The old duty
was 1 cent per pound and this will be a reduction of 25 per cent. Iam
assured that this is a very important matter.

Mr. EDMUNDS. To what subject does it relate?

The ACTING SECRETARY. If amended as proposed, the paragraph
will read:

Whiting and Paris white, dry, three-fourths of a cent a pound ; ground in oil,
or putty, 1 cent per pound.

Mr. BECK. Will somebody state what that increase is? Putty is
a thing that everybody needs to get reasonably cheap. I expectitisa

increase of duty.

Mr. PLUMB. That is true as to whiting. Paris white is an article
which is used for varions purposes. The t rate of duty is 1 cent
per pound. The trouble about grading the two articles is that they are
8o nearly alike to the sight and touch that it is almost impossible to
separate them, so that if a duty were put according to the gﬁ.gg?i‘value,
which is a difference of about 100 per cent., it would be almost impos-
sible to prevent the importation of Paris white as whiting and conse-
quently at a low rate of duty.

Mr. BECK. We want to get these things as cheap aswe can in order
to mix other things with them.

Mr. PLUMB. That is true; but the discrimination between the two
would be ineffective.

Mr. BECK. I do not propose to make any delay about this.

Mr. COCKRELL. What ad valorem would three-fourths of a cent
a pound be?

Mr. PLUMB. I can not tell exactly what the ad valorem would be.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Af retail it would be about 75 per cent. and at
wholesale probably about 30.

Mr. BECK. I want as faras I can to obtain all those things that
are the raw material for products as cheap as we can possibly get them,
so that we can have the benefit of them. If we go to putting on high
tariffs npon all the raw materials, then there is no way of getting cheap
products. This is one of the raw materials.

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will bearin mind that this whiting when
it goes into putty has received all the manufacture it can practically
get for the purpose of making putty. Ithasbeen mined, taken from the
ground, transported, dried, ground, and almost calcined; at all events
it has gone through a number of processes before it becomes manufact-
ured putty, and, in fact, it is the manufactured article of which putty is
composed. It is only mixed with oil to make putty, and therefore it is
not within the rule which the Senator states.

Mr. BECK. I can express my idea in a minute. ‘We have kept up
the taxes on dye-stuffs and we have put nutmegs that bring us in
$572,000 revenue on the free-list. We have put unground pepper and
pimento, that bring in nearly $500,000 more, on the free-list, and we
keep aniline dyes and other things up at 40 and 50 and some 100 per
cent. that everybody who bleaches clothes needs. I would keep pepper,
nutmegs, and all those things on the dutiable list and receive $1,000,000
from them, and I would take the $1,000,000 off the raw materials which

the manufacturers need. That is the way I would do it ; and because
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this is one of the things every manufacturer wants and everybody who
puts a pane of glass in his window wants, I desire to have it as cheap
as possible.

If this is continued I give notice that I shall move to put nutmegs
and pimento and those things that bring us in $1,000,000 now back
where they were and take off dyes and other things which manunfact-
urers need to produce their products. I want putty as cheap as pos-
sible.

Mr. SHERMAN. The present duty of 1 cent a pound is put down
at 258 per cent. ad valorem. The amount of importation is 1,722,711
pounds. The whole value of that is $6,675.95 and the duty is certified
as $17,227.11. It seems to me if is rather too steep to put that up.

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will see under the enormous reduction
made by this bill that duty is not prohibitory.

Mr. SHERMAN, I think 30 per cent. might be too low; but this
would be an enormous duty.

Mr, PLUMB. It would be reducing it more than ten times.

Mr. SHERMAN. Saurely to put it on as good a footing as rice would
be reasonable—100 per cent. A quarter of a cent. a pound would be a
very high rate of duty.

Mr. PLUMB. That would be very true, but the difference between
that duty and the present, as there were importations under the old,
serves to show what the effect would be. If the duty was reduced as

posed by the Senator from Ohio I am advised it would probably close
eighteen institutions of this sort in New Jersey, Connecticut, and Penn-
lvania.

Mr. SHERMAN. Do we import putty into this country ?

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. I am assured that there are contracts out
for the coming year based upon a continuance of*the present duty, and
that if the duty established by this bill shall prevail the contracts will
be canceled, and of necessity the manufacturers will be required to

stop. .

LI;r. MORRILL. There is a great difference in the value of Paris
white and whiting. The whiting is a very cheap article; Paris white
is an article that is consumed mainly for calcimining and for whit-
ing the walls inside of houses. I will say to the Senator from Kansas
that I think, although the present duty is 1 cent a pound, the price has
gone down very much, and I suggest to him that he ask no more than
half a cent a pound; and that, taking the Paris white and whiting to-
gether, I think would be low enough.

The PRESIDENT pro . The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB].

Mr. MORRILL. I move toamend by making it half a cent a pound.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
as amended.

Mr. BECK. How much increase is that from what is now in the
bill?

Mr. PLUMB.
ent duty.

Mr. BECK. But onthe dutyin the bill? Ifit doublesthe present
duty I think we had better vote against the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUM!}] as amended.

Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND].

Mr. MORGAN (when hisname was called). My pair with the Sena-
tor from New York [Mr. LApmad] is transferred to the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. Raxsod]. I vote ‘““nay.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ivote, as my voteseemsnecessary tomakeaguorum.

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 18; as follows:

It would be a reduction of 50 per cent. on the pres-

YEAS-21.
Aldrich, Edmunds, Kellogg, Sewell,
Allison, Frye, Logan, Sherman,
Anthony, Gorman, Morrill, Tabor.
Cameron of Wiks., lﬁrrlison. l};lmu'h
nger, wley, umb,
Dawes, & Rollins,
NAYS—18.
Bayard, Coke, Hoar, Vance,
Beck, Davis of I1L, Jackson, Walker,
Call, Farley, Miller of Cal., Williams,
Camden, Groome, Morgan,
Cockrell, Harris, Slater,
ABSENT—37.
Barrow, Grover, MecDill, Saulsbury,
Blair, Hale, McMillan, Saunders,
Brown, Hampton, MecPherson, Sawyer,
Butler, i, 4 Van Wyck,
Cameron of Pa., Johnston, Maxey,
Davisof W. Va., Jonas, Millerof N. Y.,  Voorhees,
r, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, Windom.
Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton,
Garland, Lamar, Pugh,
George, 1 R

So the amendmeni was agreed to.

Mr. CONGER. On page 38 of the last print of the bill, in lines 823
and 824, copper cement is put in the line with—

i nt, 2} cents on each
Co;ﬂag;. ﬁt;r;ported in the ,forgn ug: rgﬁ, and copper cement, 2} ts

I make the motion that I thought prevailed before, that it be
from that place and come in at line 826, after ‘‘ regulus of, and black or
coarse copper;”’ I thought it was accepted, copper cement being pure
copper, containing from 75 to 80 per cent. of copper.

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The SBecretary says nothing wasdone
about it.

Mr. CONGER. I seeby the reprint of the bill it was not understood.
I ask that the be made.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported.

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out *‘ copper cement,’’ in line 823
of the last print of the bill, on page 38, and insert these words after the
words ‘‘regulus of, and black or coarse copper,’’ in line 826, so that
the cement shall come in at the same duty as regulus copper.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

i The PRINCIPAL mez.t.ankm CLﬁRK.d In line 823, t:)aﬂ;e.r g:la w]::nnl
ores,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and copper cement,” and in line
826:es’aﬁer thepword ‘‘ copper,”’ to insert ‘‘and copper cement.”

Mr. CONGER. That is the place where it onght to be.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection tothe ition?

Mr. BECK. I do not understand why the rate should be 35 centsa

und on copper cement.

Mr. CONGER. Because copper cement is almost all pure copper,
and it is easily reduced and is more valuable than “‘regulus of, and
black or coarse copper.’’ It ought to come in that line; that was ad-
mitted by those who spoke here when it was brought up before. There
ought to be no objection to the amendment.

Mr. BECK. Everything seems to be working along to increase as
fast as we can.

Mr. CONGER. It is only 3} cents a pound on the *‘fine copper con-
tained therein,”’ not on the weight. 3

" Mr. BECK. I do not know anything aboutit. I think the dutyon
copper ore ought to be reduced to a cent a pound.

Mr. CONGER. No one has denied that this ought to come in the
proper place. T

The ERESIDEN’I‘ pro tempore. 'The question is on the amendment
of the tor from Michigan [Mr. CONGER].

Mr. CONGER. It was admitted by the committee that it should
come in here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Is there
ohjection to the t ition suggested by the Senator from Michigan?

My, CONGER. I desire to give notice that before the bill is fin-
ished I shall ask at the proper time to take from the free-list, in
line 2132: \

Bells, old, and bell-metal,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now pending is on the
amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER].

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the transposition putitinto a class witha dif-
ferent rate?

PP

Mr. CONGER. It changes it from the common ores and puts it with
‘‘regulus of, and black or coarse copper.”” It isa better quality of cop-
per than either.

Mr. EDMUNDS. And therefore increase the rate.

Mr. CONGER. And therefore increases the rate to 3} cents a pound
on the fine copper contained therein.

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is right that we should all nnderstand it.

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; I tried to make it understood.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the amendment of
the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. CONGER. I desire to repeat again that all who are familiar
with this recognize the fact that this being a copper of more value than
even the ‘‘regulusof, and black or coarse copper,”’ it should be in that
list rather than in the list of copper ores. 1 do not suppose there can
be any objection to that.

The Principal islative Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iampaired with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. Ido not know which way
he would vote.

Mr. HILL (when hisname wasealled). I am paired with theSenator
from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] onthis question.

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called).
tor from New Jersey [Mr. McoPHERSON].

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called).
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN].

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HayproxN]. I yithdraw

I am paired with the Sena-

I am paired with the

my vote.
Mr. EDMUNDS. I vote “‘nay."
Mr. PLATT. Ihave the

ri,&:,ht to vote to make a quornm. If my
vote is necessary, I vote ‘‘yea.”
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Mr. MITCHELL. Ialsoreservedtherighttovotetomakea quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum voting.
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 17; as follows:

YEAS-23,
Aldrich Frye - Plumb,
Anthnn’y, Harr{son. gmi.nn Eollins'.
Blair, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Sherman,
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Millerof N, Y., Tabor,
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Windom.
Dawes, Kellogg, Platt,

NAYS—17.
Bayard, Edmunds, In Voorhees
Cail, George, oo Williams.
Coclkrell Gorman, Morgan,
Davis of I1L, Groome, Slater,
Davis of W, Va., Harris, Vest,

. ABSENT—36.
Allison, Farley, Jones of Florida, Pugh,
Barrow, Ferry, Lamar, m,
Beck, Garland, Lapham, Saulsbury,
Brown, Grover, MeDill, Saunders,
Butler, Hale, cPherson, Sawyer,
Camden, Hampton, Mahone, Sewell,
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Maxey, Vance,
Coke, Johnston, Mitcheil, Van Wyck,
Fair, Jonas, Pendleton, Walker,
So the amendment was to

Mr. PLUMB. I offer the following, to come in at the close of sec-
tion 5:

Sgc. — That on and after the 1st day of July, 1883, there shall be annually
{evied, eollected, and paid, under such regulations and forms as may bevﬁm-
seribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, by and with the appro of
the Secretary of the Treasury, a tax of 3 per cent. upon the dividends, including
interest on all bonds, whether cash, serip, stock, or oth , of all corpora-
tions, of whatever character or nature, transacting business under corporate
funetions authorized or to be authorized by any law, Federal, State, county, Ter-
ritorial, or munieipal, which tax shall be annually collected from the said cor-
porations: Provid That all dividends so made liable to said tax, other than
cash dividends, shall be estimated at the actual value thereof,

SEc. —, That it shall be the duty of every such
turn of all dividends, in such form and manner as ma; prescribed by the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue, and in default of such returns it shall be lawful
for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make estimate thereof upon the
best information he can obtain. And for any neglect or refusal to make said re-
turns uwyment thereupon, any such corporation so in default shall pay a pen-
alty of §1,000 in addition to other penalties and forfeitures prescribed by law for
wviolation of in -revenue provisions,

Skc, —, That it shall be lawful for said corporations to withhold from the bene-
ficiary or beneficiaries of any such dividend or dividends the amount of taxso
levied and to be collected and paid under the provisions hereof.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB].

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal LegislativdClerk
proceeded to eall the roll.

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAypTON]. I should vote ‘“nay "
if he were here.

Mr. CAMDEN (when his fiame was called). I am paired with the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], but understanding that he
avould vote the same way I would, T vote ‘‘nay.”’

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I vote.

Mr. BLAIR. I vote.

Mr. McDILL. I have a general pair with the Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. LAMAR], reserving, however, the right to vote to make a

corporation to make due re-

quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.”
Mr. ALLISON. I vote * nay.”’
The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 33; as follows:
YEAS—S8.
Cockrell, George, Plumb, Vest,
Edmunds, Morgan, Slater, Voorhees.
NAYS—33.
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Rolling,
Anthony, Frye, Kellogg, Sewell,
Ba 7 Gorman, n, Sherman,
Blair, Groome, Mebill, Tabor,
Ca.mticn, McMillan Williams,
Cameron of Wis.,, Harrison, Miller of Cal. Windom.
Conger, Hawley, Miller of N. Y.,
Davis of I11., Hoar. Morrill,
Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, Platt,
ABSENT—35.
Aldrich, Farley, Jonas, Pugh,
Barrow, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Ransom,
Beck, Garland, INAT, Saulsbury,
Brown, Grover, lm.%ham. Saunders,
Butler, Hale, McPherson, Sawyer,
Call, Hampton, Mahone, Vance.
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Maxey Van W’yck,
Coke, Jackson, Mitcheil, Walker.
Fair, Johnston, Pendleton,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted at
the end ef line 1683:

A drawback of 75 cents per ton shall be allowed on all bituminous coal im-

ported into the United States which is afterward used for fuel on board of ves-
sels propelled by steam which are engaged in the coasting trade of the United

PeauIiions a8 the Becrelaty of T Trensecy sholl Droscn ) paid under such
I wish tosay a very few words about the amendment. [ am informed
by men who are familiar with the subject that ships that cross the At-
lantic Ocean coming to our ports bring with them a supply of coal for
the round trip. Coals that are brought for the purposes of steam are
bituminous coals. If they are entered at the ports of the United States
they must pay a tax of 75 cents a ton. The result is that we lose a
market for all those imports that cross the Atlantic Ocean, or a greater
part of them. Cargoes coming in this direction are lighter than car-
going out, because we export more heavily than we import. I do
not know how this affects the freights; I have not inquired on thatsub-
ject. I should think though, naturally, that the freights would be in-
creased becanse of the fact that ships have to load up the coal for the
round trip. So much for the Atlantic ports. ‘What welose by refusing
to give this drawback inour Atlantic ports is the sale of the coal that
is necessary to carry the ships across the Atlantic Ocean after they have
reached our ports. '
Now we come to the Gulf of Mexico. The coals of Alabama, as T
have before observed to the Senate, have been subjected to a test in the
Navy of the United States, and they are found to be equal if not of
superior quality to any other coals for steaming purposes. There isnot
the slightest danger of spontaneous combustion on board a ship that is
furnished with these coals. The coal-mines of Alabama are connected
with the Gulf by a railway systemand also by river navigation within
a distance of forty to sixty miles from the main parts of the coal-fields.
So we shall gain in furnishing the steam marine in the Gulf of Mexico
quite a large amonnt of money to my State if the tariff of 75 cents on
the ton is maintained, but in doing so we shall increase the cost of
transportation, which would be unjust to a very large portion of our
community, and we should also lessen the opportunities for increasing
the steam marine in the Gulf.

I have come to the conclusion that it is my duly to offer this amend-
ment for the purpose of cheapening coal to vessels trading coastwise as
well as those trading in foreign commerce. When we cross our conti-
nent and go to the Pacific Ocean the problem becomes a very grand one.
We must in some way manage to have the same control over the com-
merce of the Pacific Ocean that Great Britain now has over the com-
merce of the Atlantic Ocean. We can effect this if we will give the
slightest encouragement to our steam navigation. It is not less than
twenty-four days from the port of San Francisco to Yokohama or to
Hong Kong, and there is no intermediate coaling station. A ship that
loads at San Francisco for Japan or for China must take a very large
amountof ecoal. Isupposeitwould be from 1,500 to 2,000 tonsof coal that
she must carry, and asshe loads to come back she must do the same thing,
thereby reducing the stowage room for her cargo to a very small com-
parative space. We ounght to farnish all the vessels that we possibly
can for conducting the commerce of the Pacific Ocean on terms that
are cheaper to steamships.

Now, if we expect to have any valuable commerce on the Pacifie
Ocean we can not afford to tax that commerce 75 cents per ton on every
ton of coal that it burns in crossing thatocean or going down the South
American coast.

There may be interests in Alabama, there may be interests in West
Virginia and Pennsylvania which might suffer some possible detriment
from the release of this fuel from the burden of this tax; but when we
come to consider what we should lose in comparison with what this
country would gain by getting a drawback upon the coals imported into
the United States, that are actually consumed in the foreign commerce
of the Pacific Ocean and in the coastwise trade, the comparison sinks
into such insignificance in behalf of the protected interests of coal in
this country that I think the Senate ought not to consider it for a mo-
ment.

I think the Senate will bear me witness that my position is one of
impartiality on this question. I am not seeking to protect any partic-

1 ular interest or injure any particular interest, but I do claim that it is

the duty of the Congress of the United States to release our foreign
commerce, especially on the Pacific Ocean, from this very enormous
burden. Seventy-five cents a ton on 2,000 tons of coal for a single trip
across the Pacific Ocean is certainly a very heavy tax upon commerce.
I have appeared here on several occasions as one of the assnmed repre-
sentatives of the agricultural classes. I know that they have more
interest in the question of cheap transportation than any other question
that can be suggested. I therefore desire to take the vote of the Senate
on this measure, in the hope that I may be able to lessen the cost of
transportation to those people who have so much to transport abroad.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ].

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and Mr.
ALDRICH answered to his name.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, just one word. What~
ever interest or whatever advantage the amendment might have would
be to foreign vessels and not to American vessels. In the first place,
although it is impossible to regulate it or manage it—
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Mr. HOAR. I understand the first name on the roll was called, and
that a response was made.

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia.
any benefit from it.

Mr. MORGAN. There is no impossibility——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the roll-
-call had been commenced and the first name had answered before the
Senator from West Virginia rose.

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from West Virginia preceded me, and
I supposed I might follow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware of the fact
until after the Senator from West Virginia had concluded.

Mr. MORGAN. Then it is the fact, in a parliamentary sense, if the
Senator from West Virginia was in order that puts me in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusettsraised
the question and the Chair inquired of the Secretary, and the moment
the Eihw ascertained the fact the Chair announced that debate was not
in order. y

Mr. HOAR. I raised the point on my friend from West Virginia,
but I did not raise it on my friend from Alabama.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call will proceed.

The roll was called.

Mr. BLAIR. Has a quornm voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir.

Mr. COCKRELL. That question can not be asked.

Mr. BLAIR. I have a right to vote if my vote is necessary to make
aquornm. I vote *‘ yea.”’

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. HAMPTON], but if my vote is necsssary to make a quorum I am
authorized to vote.

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows:

Very few in the main will receive

YEAS-25.
Blair, George, Miller of Cal., Vest,
Call, i Mo ; Voorhees,
Cockrell, Harrison, e Puf i Walker,
Coke, Hoar, Rollins, Williams,
Davisof I11., Jackson, Slater,
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Tabor,
frye, -~ Kellogg, Yance,
NAYS—19.

Aldrich, Conger, Hawley, Platt,
Anlh?_:lu ¥, B;v:s of W.Va., Ingalls, géunnlli),

yard, wes, Lmnn well,
Camden, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., Windom.,
Cameron of Wis.,, Groome, Morrill,

ABSENT—82.

Allison, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Mitchell,
Barrow, - Garland, Lamar, Pendleton,
Beck,” Grover, La; ) Ransom,
Brown, Hale, Mecbill, Saulsbury,
Butler, Hampton, MeMillan, Saunders,
Cameron of Pa., Hill, McPherson, Sawyer,
Edmunds, Johnston, Mahone, Sherman,
Fair, Jonas, Maxey, Van Wyek.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment to supply an omission in the
bill. The amendment was agreed to by the Finance Committee,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from
Rhode Island will be reported.

The ACTING SECRETARY. After line 296 it is proposed to insert:

Soda, silicate of, er other alkaline silicate, one-half of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. ALDRICH. This is an omission from the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it on the free-list now?

Mr. ALDRICH. Noj; the rate proposed is the same exactly as the
present law. It was left out of the bill by mistake.

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it been printed in any of the prints ?

Mr, ALDRICH. It has not been printed. If it had been it would
not have been left ont of the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it possible that the Finance Committee omitted
this article entirely ?

Mr. ALDRICH. The Finance Committeeare in favor of thisamend-
ment and have authorized me to offer it.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it possible that in all their preparations and
«committals and arrangements this article escaped them ?

Mr. ALDRICH. This is the first time I have had an opportunity to
offer the amendment.

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it onght to be on the free-list if the
Finance Committee could not find it in the course of three months.

Mr. ALDRICH. We found it some time ago, and the committee in-
structed me to offer the amendment. This 1s the first opportunity I
Jhave had to do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 794, to define what is meant by ‘“‘fence-
wire,"” and to prevent any evasions or frauds upon the revenue, I move
-after the word *‘except’’ to insert the words ‘‘ Bessemer-steel barbed,’
50 as %o read:

Except Bessemer-steel barbed fence-wire.,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the Senator
from Rhode Island that he proposes to amend an amendment already
inserted as in Committee of the Whole and agreed to by the Senate.

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order on i, then.

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I move to insert the words after ‘‘ wire.”

Mr. PLUMB. Let the amendment be reported.

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator may put additional words in any-
where he likes if he gets a majority to sustain him.

Mr, ALDRICH. Do I understand the Chair to say that I can not
move to insert additional words?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question about the right
of the Senator to propose an amendment to the text of the bill,

Mr. ALDRICH. That is whatIdopropose. I proposeto add words
to something that has been put in. :

Mr. COCKRELL. That can not be done. I raisethe point of order
on that. I do hope the Senator from Rhode Island will let us have a
vote and not delay action on this question.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very desirous to havea vote upon this amend-
ment.

Mr. COCKRELL. e have gone overall this and adopted it. Let
it stand.

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of the amendment. -
Mr. ALDRICH. I am waiting for thedecision of the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the amendment

is not in order.

Mr. ALDRICH. My amendment as originally offered was to insert
the words *‘ Bessemer-steel barbed”’ after *‘except.’”’” Does the Chair
rule that not in order? I am not clear about the Chair’s ruling.

Mr. PLUMB, Let the Secretary report the amendment.

The ACTING SECRETARY. _After the word ‘‘except’’ it is proposed
to insert *‘ Bessemer-steel barbed,’” =0 as to read ‘‘except Bessemer-steel
barbed fence-wire.” .

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Secretary state where the word “‘except”
oceurs ?

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 794, page 36.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the connection.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

That on all of the kinds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or
steel, hereinbefore in this act en ted, t B teel barbed fie
wire, when galvanized or coated with any metal or alloy, or mixture of metals,
by any process whatsoever,

Mr. COCKRELL. This is an amendment to the amendment already
agreed to. I raise the point of order on it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the point of order
is well taken.

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will move, after the word ‘‘ wire,”’ to insert
the words ‘‘made of Bessemer steel and barbed;” so as to read, ‘‘ex-
cept fence-wire made of Bessemer steel and barbed.”’

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read, so that we can know whether it
raises the duty or lowers it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as now
modified.

The Acting Secretary read as follows:

That on all of the kinds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or
steel, hereinbefore in this act enumerated, except fence-wire made of
steel and barbed, when galvanized or coated with any metal or alloy, or mix-
ture of metals, by anlil{:romss whatever, not including mint&, there shall be

paid (excepting on what are known commercially astin-p terne-plates, and
tagger-tin, &e,
Mr. COCKRELL. We have gone all over that. I thought the Sen-

ator from Ohio had taken a turn enough at this metal schedule and con-
sumed valuable time enough. Now, the Senator from Rhode Island is
repeating the same thing. I raise the point of order that this is an
amendment to an amendment that was heretofore adopted, and that it
is not in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the point of order

is well taken. It simply modifies an amendment already agreed to.
Mr. ALDRICH. I submitted to one point of order against the rule
of the Senate. I do not think I can submit to this. I certainly have

a right to insert words in an amendment already agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator appeal from the
decision of the Chair?

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, if the Chair decides that the amendment is
not in order. '

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hassodecided. Theappeal
is debatable.

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Rhode Island decides to con-
sume the time of the Senate in debating a point of order—

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not said that I intended to debate the point
of order. I have asked for the decision of the Senate upon it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision of
the Chairstand as the judgment of the Senate? [Putting thequestion.]
The ayes appear to have if.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays. Ishouldlike to know
whether the Senate will vote to insert it.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision
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of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? On which the Sec-
retary will eall the roll.

Mr. INGALLS. May I ask to hear a statement of the case, having
‘been out of the Chamber for a moment ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, in line 794, after the word *‘enumerated,’” inserted the words
except fence-wire. 1t was agreed to in the Senate After it was
agreed to as an amendment made in Committee of the Whole the Sen-
ator from Rhode Ial:md pmposea to insert before the word ‘“ when '’ and
after the word *‘ wire

Mr, ALDRICH A pm't of the text of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which isa continuation of the amend-
ment as in Committee of the Whole, a modification of its meaning.
The Secretary will report the 1 proposed to be inserted.

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, after the word
“yyire,”” “‘ made of Bessemer steel and barbed;’ so as to read:

Except fence-wire made of Bessemer steel and barbed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that to be a modifi-
cation of the amendment already agreed to, and therefore holds that it
is not in order. s

Mr, INGALLS. The Chair is plainly right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the decision
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? and the Secretary
will call the roll.

The roll having been called, the result was announced—yeas 30, nays
11; as follows:

Bayard, Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, Slater,
Beck, Farley, Jackson, Vance,"
Call, Tge, Kellogg, Vi
Camden, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Veorhees,

i Groome, Morgan, Walker,
Coke, Harris, Plumb, Williams,

¥ Harrison, Pugh
Davis of T11., Hawley, Sewell,
NAYS-11
Aldrich, Dawes, Ilﬁzm. Rollins,
Anthony, Frye, Miller of N. Y., Tabor,
Cameron of Wis.,, Hoar, Morrill,
ABSENT—35.
Allison, Garland, Lamar, Platt,
Barrow, Grover, Lapham, Ransom,
Blair, Hale, MeDill, Saulsbury,
Brown, Hampton, MeMillan, Saunders,
Butler, Hill, McPherson, Sawyer,
Cameron of Pa., Johnston, Mahone, .
unds, onas, ey, Van Wyck,

Fair, Jones of Florida, Mit-dmil, Windom.

Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thedecision of the Chairis sustained.

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to test the sense of the Senate upon this
question. After the word ‘‘ when,’” inline 794, I move to insert *‘ made
of Bessemer steel and barbed and;’’ so as to read:

When made of Bessemer steel and barbed and.

- Mr. COCKRELL. I raiseapointoforderonthat. Letitbereported
so that we will understand it exactly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentasnow proposed will
be re

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 794, after the word ** when,’” it
is proposed to insert ‘‘ made of Bessemer steel and barbed and;’’ so as
to read:

That on all of the kinds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or
steel, hereinbefore in this Mtenumemted except fence-wire, when made of
semer steel and barbed and galvanized or "coated with any metal or alloy, &o.

Mr. ALDRICH. I merely desire to test the sense of the Senate on
this amendment, as I believe I have a right to have the wordsinserted.

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is persisting in hisobstinate obstrue-
tion of this bill. This has been agreed to in Committee of the Whole:
it has been agreed to in the Seuate and now the Senator is not satisfied
with it, and he is determined to amend it and to resort to every pos-
sible subterfugt: to the overriding of the plainest possible rules of the
Senate and of the procedure here. I think this is remarkably strange.
I think if the Senator wanted the bill passed he would not pursue such
a course,

Mr. ALDRICH. I havenot occupied one-fifth part as much time as
the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator has spoken ten words to my one.

Mr. ALDRICH. In pursuance of my constitutional right, which I
propose to exercise while I hold a place on this floor, I ask the sense of
the Senate upon the amendment I propose.

Mr. BAYARD. M. President—

x'd'I‘heu PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwill decide the question of
order.

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to know the effect of this amendment
by the Senator from Rhode Island in connection with the amendment
which I offered and which was withdrawn at the suggestion of the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. Is it intended to affect the man-
ufacture of what is commercially known as galvanized sheet-iron?

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1Is not the question of order pending?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands.

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island
whether his amendment is intended to affect the manufacture commer-
cially known as galvanized sheet-iron ?

Mr. ALDRICH. It wasnot. It did not go to that extent.

Mr. BAYARD. I understand it does not refer to that. I desire to
offer an amendment upon that point.

Mr. ALDRICH. It merely defines what shall be known as fence-
wire. It isadefinition of *‘fence-wire,”’ to prevent other kinds of wire
being imported under the general name of ** fence-wire.”’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwill dispose of the question
of order. The Chair thinks the amendment of the Senator from Rhode
Island falls within the rule rightly, and the Chair will entertain the
amendment.

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be understood that the effect of this is to
destroy the entire force of the exceptioninserted in line 794 aftera long
stroggle, because in the first place it limits it to one kind of wire, wire
of Bessemer steel. In the next place, it limits it to barbed wire, and
the barb is an American patent; consequently none of it can be im-
ported. So that the effect will be, when we come to understand it,
simply to undo all that has been heretofore done in the struggle to
bring fence-wire within the lower rate of duty.

Mr. EDMUNDS. All that is entirely consistent with the ruling of
the Chair, because nothing is clearer in parliamentary law than that a
body has a right to make its own work just as inconsistent and out of
tune as it pleases. The Chair is clearly right in his decision.

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Vermont entirely misunderstood
me if he thought I was addressing myself to the point of order, Iwas
addressing myself to the effect of the amendment. The point of order
had already been decided by the Chair.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithought the Senator was referring to the decision
of the Chair.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not my intention to change the action of the
Senate in theslightest degree. Imerely wanted to define *‘ fence-wire "’
in accordance with what I understood to be the desire of the Senate.
If we leave it in the condition it is now, I am afraid telegraph-wire
and all kinds of wire will be imported as fence-wire. I want to ex-
clude fence-wire, and I want to make such a definition of it as shall
exclude it. All fence-wire is made of Bessemer steel. I am willing
to leave the word ‘‘barbed” out. I will modify my amendment so as
to say ‘‘made of Bessemer steel.” It is all made of Bessemer steel,
but will exclude iron wire made for telegraphic purposes.

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator from Rhode Island know
that none of the imported wire is barbed?

Mr. ALDRICH. I modify my amendment by leaving off the words
‘‘and barbed.”” I have no desire to ¢ the action of the Senate,
but merely to define what shall be ‘‘ fence-wire.’

Thg:’inEIDI\G OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as
modi

The ACTING SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ when,” in line 794, it is
proposed to insert *‘ made of Bessemer steel;’’ so as to read:

That on all of the kinds of iron or steel, or articles or manufactures of iron or
steel, hereinbefore in this act enumerated, except fence-wire, when made of Bes-
semer steel and galvanized or coated with any metal or alloy, &e.

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think as the paragraph now stands it will be
extremely difficult for any man who wishes to build a fence to get any
wire in under it, becanse there is no wire made that is fence-wire only.
It is all simply the wire of commerce used for a thousand purposes.
The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island will go far to help-
the men who wish to get cheap wire for their fencesin without the pay-
ment of the duty imposed upon the other classes of wire, Itisin favor
of the people who wish to get wire to make fence, because I am confi-
dent that under the language as it now stands the customs authorities
and the law authorities will hold that the wire of commerce, whether
for fence or telegraph purposes or for a clothes-line or for belting or
whatever it may be, is simply the wire of commerce capable of being
used for all sorts of purposes. As it now stands I do not believe it is
any advantage to the fence men at all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreein
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH].

The amendment was rejected, there being on a division—ayes 17,
noes 26.

Mr. HOAR. In line 631 I move tostrike out the words “* and one-
half?? before ‘‘ cents;’ so as to read:

Polished, planished, or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel, by whatever name
designated, 2 cents per pound.

The amendment proposes to reduce the duty on what is known as
Russia sheet-iron one-half of a cent a pound.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on. agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr].

Mr. HOAR. I snggested this amendment when the bill was up be-
fore, but I was met by the entire Finance Committee, and especially the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEck], and I think "the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] also addressed the Senate, by the statement
that the duty on Russia sheet-iron as fixed by the bill was about 32 per-
cent., and that that was a moderate duty in proportion to other simi-
lar dut.iea, according to the prineiple of the action upon which those-
Senators went of a duty for revenue on all imports.

to the
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I insisted upon the anthority of a very intimate personal friend of
mine, for whose accuracy I was willing to vouch, that the duty the
committee had got was over 50 per cent., and that the committee were
misled by the fact that the Treasury statistics which accompany this
bill and on which we have relied put the Russia rouble at 65 cents,
whereas the Russia rouble was depreciated paper currency, being worth
as this gentleman certified, giving me the certificate of his own busi-
ness company, being the Russian consul and a Russian importer, about
45 cents. But the Committee on Finance said very properly that they
were not willing to accept against the certificate of the Treasury De-
partment the statement of this nnofficial gentleman so far as this ques-
tion was concerned, whoever might vouch for him. Aeccordingly I
abandoned my motion. But I went to the Treasury Department and
the Treasury had a thorough investigation made and I have now the
certificate of the Treasury showing that I was entirely right.

1 wish to read two letters from Mr. French, and one from Mr. Elliott,
the Statistician of the . There is a slight inaccuracy in the
certificate of the consul, but on making further inquiry, Mr. French
informs me that the consul’s certificate is right. T will read the first
and second letter of Mr. French and then Mr. Elliott’s:

TREASURY DEPARTMEST, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1853

Str: The calculation in theletter of the Russian consul on 290f the Cox~
GRESSIONAL RECORD of January 27, 1853, appears not to be quite correct, and the
following statement is a correction of it:

Price 3.85 roubles per pood of &hirty-sixpounds at 63.8¢, per rouble, equals §2.53
perthirty-six puunds or 7.03¢, per pound. At 3¢, a poundthis duty would be 42.6
per cent, ad valorem

Considering the fact ﬂmt.tha duty is specific few invoices are accompanied by
consular certificates to show the silver value of the rouble. Its pumb.asmg value
pald is about 42.6 per cent.

isin paper, and therefore the actual duty
We failed to receive any satisfactory information from the customs officers at

New York.
The above is the result of what we have been able to learn.
Very respectfully,
H. F. FRENCH, Acling Secrelary,
P. 8. The proclaimed value of the silver rouble is now 65.8¢. and its actual
wvalue about 50 cents.
Hon, G. F. HoAr, Uniled States Senale.

Now I come to Mr. French's second communication, dated the next
day:
.4 TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 9, 1883,
To Senator HoARr:
tation of the 1 in REcorD of

The actuary, Mr. Elliott, says the
January 27 is correct on the data assum
" II. F. FRENCH, Acting Secrefary.
Then here is the statement handed me by Mr. Elliott, the actuary
himself, who called on me:
RUSSIAN CREDIT-ROUBLE.

At commencement of 1879: At London, d.; United States equivalent, 45.10¢.
At commencement of 1830: At London, ted States equivalent, 51.07e.

3 Unil
Aungust, 1882: At London (equivalent), 47. " to 45.08¢. Exchange on London
(egujvnlent] 48,67¢. to 48.920,

anuary, 23 and 25, 1883: At London, United States equivalent, 46.50¢. to 46.76¢.

Exchange on London, 48.03¢,

Actual consular certificate in office of Fourth Auditor, Treasury Department,
dated St. Petersburg, 19th August, 1852: Russian ** paper rounble” given in ex-
change for United States gold coin at the rate 1 rouble for 48.38¢.

So taking the proclaimed value of the article at 65, the committee
have got this duty higher than they meant to themselves as 65 is in pro-
portion to 47.40. In other wo: they have got a duty of over 42 per
cent. thinking they had a duty of about 32 per cent. They have got a
duty of about 25 per cent. higher than they meant. My motion is to
reduce it one-fifth, or 20 per cent. ; to strike out the *‘ one-half?’ where
the duty is fixed at 2.! centsapound which leaves itat 2 cents per pound,
which is a duty of about 35 per cent., or 3 per cent. higher than the
committee intended to make it.

I will hand these statements to the Secretary, and if any member of
the Finance Committee who objected to the amendment before, the
Senator from Kentucky or the Senator from Delaware, wounld like to
look at the calculations before they act upon it, I will let the motion
stand until a later hour, or until the morning if we do not finish the bill
to-night. I have no desire to press this unless I can satisfy the com-
mittee.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr, President, I do not know but that the Sen-
ate will be disposed to do in this case what it has done in very many
other cases affecting the interests of my State. I have given some at-
tention to this question, and in my judgment the rate proposed in the
bill is fully as low as it ought to be and is not a sufficient protection to
that industry. Why it is that the Senator from Massachusetts appears
g0 anxious to attack this industry I can not understand, unless it be
from motives which must control the action of certain Senators on this
side of the Chamber, as it appears to me, in reducing tariff rates to so
gredt an extent as utterly to destroy many of the leading industries of
this country.

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me, if he desires to know
my motive, it is that thisis anarticle which never has been made, which
is not now made, and never will be made in this country. Thereisa
cheap imitation which will pass muster (the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. MorrILL] exhibited it the other day) for the time being, but when
exposed to our climate, especially where there is any salt air, as on
steamboats or v , is destroyed very quickly.

The secret of making Russia sheet-iron is not known. It is made in.
a limited quantity here. Although parties have been trying to make
it for over twenty years under this high duty, there is but one concern.
in this country that makes it now. It is a concern in two places, in
Pltt.&htll‘gh and in Philadelphia, with the same name and the same
agent. 1t is a very great necessity for a great many classes of buyers
in my State,

Mr. MITCHELL. I think I have a sufficient knowledge of the ficts
to justify me in respectfully denying what the Senator from Massachu-
setts says as a matter of fact. I say that the American producers of
planished iron are to-day producing just as good iron as ever has been
made or can be made in Russia or elsewhere. The use of this iron for
the different purposes to which it is applied in this eountry ought to
demonstrate that fact to the satisfaction of any American citizen at least.
A very much larger proportion of this iron is used in this country and
manufactured in this country than is obtained by importation from
abroad. It is very largely used as covers for locomotives, and I am told
that locomotives made in the city of Philadelphiaare covered with this
iron and sent to Russia, the country from which the Senator claims that
this superior article is imported. I submit that even if the figures pre-
sented by the Senator are correct, the production is not so great, it be-
ing a peculiar industry requiring very great skill, requiring in this coun-
try the payment of very high wages as compared with those in Russia—
more than twice as much ; I think three times asmuch. I have before:
me a statement of the wages in Russia, and I find they run from 33 to 56
cents a day.

It is true that there are but two establishments in this country; one:
of them is in Philadelphia and one in Pittsburgh. It may be true that
no other concerns have yet engaged in that industry, and I presume
none will if the Gongnfm of the United States sees fit to reduce the
present duty which, even if it be 42 per cent. as is claimed, is not too
much to protect it properl

I have In my possession, but have mislaid it in some way or other,
a circular from a very prominent concern in Boston in which they state
explicitly that the American iron is the equal of Russia iron, and that
they sell it in the markets as easily as the Russian. I have here sam-
ples of this iron. If any Senator desires to look at them and compare
the two productions, he may possibly form his judgment from an in-
spection of them. Here is one kind produced in this conntry, and there
is the other. -

Mr. HOAR. They have not been used.

Mr. MITCHELL. But the American stands the wear and tear of
storms as well as the Russian.

Mr. HOAR. That is not my information.

Mr, MITCHELL, It appears to be at least the judgment of a very
large number of people en in the business who require this kind
of iron in this country. I presume the Senator may deny the state-
ment I made, that a larger proportion of American manufactured iron
is used in this country than that which comes from abroad.

I have said all I desire to say. T trust the Senate will not agree to-
the amendment.

Mr. HOAR. The whole matter is this: The Finance Committee
and the Tariff Commission meant to imposea duty on this article of 32
per cent. They madea mistake, and have got it nearly 45 per cent.—
over 42 percent. I haveshown conclusively the error by the circular of
the Treasury Department itself. My amendment does not reduce it
quite to the point where the committee meant to fix it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR].

Mr. MITCHELL. T ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk
proceeded to call the roll,

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was mlled}. I am paired with the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON|.

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called).
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND].

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called).
Senator from Virginia [Mr. JorNsTON].

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. WALKER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] is paired
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HiLL].

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEES] and
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] are paired, but as the Senator
from Indiana would have voted “‘yea,” the Senator from Kansas has
voted.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Joxas] is paired
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON].

I'am paired with the
I am paired with the

Mr. G;tOOME I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr.
MILLER].

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 17; as follows:

YEAS—22,

Beck, Dawes, Kellogg, Tabor,
Blair, Georgc. Miller of Cal., est,
Call, Harris, Morgan, Walker,
Cockrell, Hoar Plumb, Willisms.
Coke, Ingxﬂ'lﬂ. Rollins,
Davis of Tl Jackson, Slater,
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NAYS-7. Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York [Mr. LapHAM] is
Aldrich, Om;ﬁf" Harrison, Sewell, paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM].
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Hawley, Windom. Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLE-
Bayard, Farley, g‘?enﬁl‘lfn Nevada, 'I‘ON].
Oamg':?l; of Wis., Gorman, Morrill, The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows:
ABSENT—37. YEAS—22,
Alliso ¥ MeDill, Saunlsb > Aldrich, Edmunds, y Plumb,
Bnrro:‘. Gw;’e N McPherson, Sn.imdgrrs{ Anthony, Frye, ml, Rollins,
Brown, Hampton, Mahone, Sawyer, Beck, Iarrison, McMillan Sewell,
Butler, Hill, Mazxey, herman, Camden, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Windom.
Cameron of Pa., Johnston, Miller of N. Y., Vance | Hoar, Morrill,
Edmunds, Jonas, Mitchell, Van Wyck, Dawes, Kellogg, Platt,
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Voorhees. NAYS—18.
Garland Lapham rﬁl‘?ﬁ; g ard, ll'.;:v;.: oo; {lvl"v Harris, Vest,
4 Logan, Ranso v . Va., Ingalls, -
S, i = Cameron of Wis., Farley, Jackeon, Williams,
So the amendment was to. Cockrell, George, Morgan,
Mr. SEWELL. Inline 467 the Senaterefused toconcur in theamend- | €oke: Gorman, Slater,
ment made as in Committee of the Whole making the tariff on glass ABSENT—36.
bottles 1% cents a pound. As this is an article on which I should like Mliﬂo‘f:; gmme- {:msr _ g:-nmm.
to have a specific duty instead of an ad valorem, I move to amend by | Blair, ' At - ol B oy et
striking out *“30 per cent.ad valorem,’” in line 467, and inserting ‘‘1} gmu:rn, %Ilialllnpton. Mahone, Sawyer,
Cen Iﬁl’ . Iea,(l' - u 1 ' Maxe [ Sherma N
s Jpovindl ;=80 a6 L0 - Cameron of Pa., :}‘ohmt.on‘ %Ene:ﬁfh'. X, %‘abm-, =
G d colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and earboys (covered or un- ir, onas, tchell, ance,
ooveredm .a;ingeoor pmaeg rve ja.l:,s' and other plain, molded, or gsrmd( gmnm‘:i Ferry, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Van Wyck,
colored | tle-g]assi]nol‘. cut, engraved, or paanted’. and not specially enumerated | Garland, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Voorhees,
or provided for in this act, 1} cents per pound. B et il
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | Mr. BECK. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and pending
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. that I move that the Senatedo now adjourn. Idonot want to increase

Mr. SEWELL. I will state that the vote on this question was a tie
before on 1} cents and I trust the Senate will now agree to 1} cents.

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been stated here, it is not printed in the
Recorp and I do not know how the bill has been printed, that this
amendment was agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. I should like
to inguire as to that.

Mr. SEWELL. The amendment fixing 14 centsa pound was agreed
to in Committee of the Whole and disagreed to by the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was a fie vote npon 1} cents so
that the text of the bill remains as it was. The amendment made as
in Committee of the Whole was not concurred in by the Senate.

Mr. COCKRELL. As this is renewing in the Senate an amendment
which was made as in Committee of the Whole and not agreed to in the
Senate, I raise the point of order on it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis fixinga different rate, 1} cents.

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the point of order made by my friend
from Missouri is well taken. .

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Tennessee will wait a mo-
ment he will see that I make no point of order if the Senator from New
Jersey offers his amendment at 1} cents. I thought he offered it at 1}

cents, X
Mr. HARRIS. I understand the facts as the Senator now states

them.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will inquire of the Senator from
New Jersey what ad valorem a duty of 1} cents a pound is equivalent
to? i

Mr. SEWELL. T should think it would be equivalent to about 30

cent. The present law is 35 per cent. This measure takes off the
charges on the packages, and the rate is reduced in the bill to 30 per
-cent.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin.
what is the object of changing it ?

Mr. SEWELL. Because we want a specific duty to avoid underval-
uation. That is the cause really.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We have heard a great deal about
that. I am informed that 1} ecents a pound would be equivalent to a
much larger ad valorem duty than 30 per cent.

Mr. BECK. It is equal to 100 per cent., and it was so stated by the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the other day.

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is the objection I have to it.

Mr. SEWELL. I do not wish to go over this question and I do not
wish to raise any debate. The statement of the manufacturers is en-
tirely different; 14 cents is one-third of the value of the product here.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
-amendment of the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays.

" The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. GROOME (when his name was called). I am paired with the
.‘S‘enator from New York [Mr. MinLeEr]. Otherwise I should vote

my'?)

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHERSON’S name was called).

If it is equivalent to 30 per cent.,

I was

requested to announce the pair of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
McPHERSON ] with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Joxas]. The
Senator from New Jersey would vote ““yea.”’

The roll-eall was concluded.

Mr. COCKRELI:. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is
paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS].

taxation when those who do not wish to increase it are absent, and we
have got hardly a quorum of unpaired Senators.

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator from Kentucky withdraw the
motion for an instant ?

Mr. BECK. Certainly.

AMENDMENT TO A BILL.

Mr. ANTHONY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (H. R. 7482) making appropriations for the legisla-
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON,
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bill and joint resélution; and they were thereuponsigned
by the President pro tempore :

A bill (8. 2264) to authorize the construction of certain bridges and
to establish them as post-roads; and

Joint resolution (H. Res: 337) to provide for admission free of duty
of articles intended for a special exhibition of machinery, tools, imple-
ments, apparatus, &e., for the generation and application of electricity, .
to be held at Philadelphia by the Franklin Institute.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, it is now nearly 2 o’clock in the
morning. I am the father of the Senate, and you, sir, are the boss of it.
Our boys have behaved pretty well to-day, and I propose that we give
them a bit of a holiday. I move that when the Senate adjourn it be
to meet at 12 o’clock on Tuesday; orif the Senator from Kentucky will
withdraw the motion I will move that the Senate now adjourn until
12 o’clock on Tuesday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky
accept the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. BECK. I accept anything. I merely want to get away from
here to-night."
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate adjourn

‘until 12 o’clock Tuesday.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes a. m.
Tuesday morning) the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
MoxDAY, February 19, 1883,

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F.
D. POWER.
The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, HISCOCK, from the Commifttee on Appropriations, reported a
bill (H. R. 75695) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for other
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and with the ac-
companying repart ordered to be printed.

Mr. MCMILLIN. T desire to reserve all points of order on the bill.

The SPEAKER. They will be reserved.
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Mr. HISCOCK. I give notice that I shall ask the House to con-
sider this bill to-morrow.

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I ask consent to have printed in
the RECORD an amendment to the sundry civilappropriation bill which
has been recommended by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and to give
notice that when the sundry civil bill shall have been:taken up for
consideration I will move it as an amendment to that bill.

There was no objection; and it was so ordered.

The proposed amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs to the
sundry civil bill is as follows:

That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to be laid out in convenient lots
for building and eommereial purposes with convenient streets, avenues, and
wharves in substantial accord with the recommendations and rt made and
submitted by Commodore John H. Upshur, all that land in the a"nllnhout Bay,
in the State of New York, included within the present limits of the Brooklyn
navy-yard and the United States naval hospital grounds which is bounded
and described as follows:

Parcel A, containing about thirty-three and one-quarter acres, beginning at
the northwest corner of Washington and Flushing avenues; thence westerly
along the line of Flushing avenue 848 feet; thence northerly along a line
allel to the line of W n avenue to the north line of tﬁa&‘roperg of the
United States, being about 1,900 feet ; thence easterly along the line of e&mp—
erty of the United %mm to Washington avenue, being about 940 feet; thence
along the line of Washington avenue to the point of beginning.

Parcel B, containing about twenty-fourind a half acres, beginning at the north-
east corner of Wnshﬁlan and Flushing avenues; thence northerly along the
line of Washington avenue to the northerly line of the pro{)crl of the United
Statesfronting on Kent-avenue basin ; thence easterly along thé line of the prop-
erty of the United States parallel with Kent-avenue gasi.n to the easterly line of
Hewes street extended ; thence southwesterly along the easterly line of Hewes
street extended about one hundred and fifty feet ; thence westerly on a line par-
allel to the course of Flushing avenue west of Ryerson street toa point five hun-
dred and twenty feet from Washington avenue; thence southerly to Flushing
avenue, seven hundred feet; thence westerly along the line of Flushing avenue,
five hundred and twenty feet, to the place of ning.

And the Secretary shall cause the said lots, when so laid oul as aforesaid, to be
appraised by three appraisers of experience and com nt knowledge, to be se-
lected by him, and saidappraisal he shall advertise the same for sale at pub-
lie auction, in snch manner as I]:e may deem for the best interests of the Govern-
ment, either at one sale or at several different sales, at not less than the appraised
value of each, subject to such reservations and limitations as to use as he may
deem best; and he is hereby authorized and empowered to make and execute,
in the name of the United States, deeds of such lots to the purchasers, upon the
payment of the purchase-money in full; and at such sale or sales he may give
to the purchasers of any single lot the election to take at the same price Rgr
square foot any number of unsold lots within the same block or square. After
deducting the cost of all surveys, plans, appraisal, advertisements, and sale he
shall pay or cause to bnd’:id into the Treasury of the United States the pro-
ceeds of said sale: Provided, That the city of Brooklyn may purchase, at not
less than the appraised value thereof, 2o much of the northerly end of 1A,
hereinbefore described, as said city may desire for market purposes, the south-
erly line of said purchase to extend from Washington avenue westerly to the
westerly line of said parcel, and in a line parallel to Flushing avenue.

ELECTION CONTEST—COOK VS. CUTTS.
Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on Elections, submitted
a report in the contested-election case of Cook vs. Cutts, sixth Congres-
sional district of Iowa, accompanied by the following resolutions:

Resolved, That M. E, Cutts was not elected as a Representative from the sixth
ﬁungresaloml district of Iowa,and is not entitled to a seat on the floor of this
ouse,

Resolved, That John C. Cook was duly elected as a Representative from the
sixth district of Iown, and is entitled to a seat on the floor of this House.

Mr. MILLER. The minority of the Committee on Elections ask
leave to submit their views to be printed with the report of the ma-
jority.

The SPEAKER. Permission will be granted.

The report was ordered to be printed, and laid over for the present.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.
Mr. UPSON. I call for the regular order.
The SPEAKER. Theregularorder being called for, this being Mon-
«lay, the first business in order is the call of States and Territories for
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, also resolutions calling
for executive information for reference and printing to their appropriate
committees. Under this call resolutions and memorials of State and
Territorial Legislaturesare in order for reference to theirappropriate com-
mittees,
FRANK M. SANFORD.
Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 7596) for the relief of Frank
M. Sanford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

COLORADO MINING AND INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION.

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 7597) to admit free of duty
-articles intended for the national mining and industrial exposition to
be held at Denver, in the State of Colorado, during the year 1883; which
‘was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on “;aysand
Means, and ordered to be printed.

JOHN F. TUTTLE.

Mr. BERRY jintroduced a bill (H. R, 7598) granting a pension to
John F. Tuttle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
“Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

ARREARS OF PENSIONS.
Mr. PEIRCE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the

State of Indiana in favor of extending the time for filing claims for ar-
rears of pension; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Pay-
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay.

At the conclusion of the call of States, Mr. PEIRCE asked and ob-
tained consent to have the resolution printed in the RECORD.

The resolution is asfollows:

Whereas the act of Congress viding for th ent of arrearsof pensio
exp{r:d by llmita!:lc::n benfore mg; anttheg l;;o ;&ayj‘ﬁs&d‘;ims themun%fyr hn?l
availed themselves of its provisions; and

Whereasmany worthy and deserving soldiers have been thereby deprived of
the benefits to which they are entitled: Therefore,

Resolved by the senate (the house coneurring therein), That our Senators in Con-

be cted and our Representatives requested to favor the passage of a
mﬁng reasonable time for disabled soldiers or their representatives to file
in the proper Department their claims for relief under said act.

THOMAS HANNA,
A President of Senate.

g Secretary o}E«uue.
REDUCTION OF REVENUE.

Mr. ANDERSON introduced abill (H. R. 7599) to reduce the revenue
upon all importations into the United States; which was read a first and
second time.

The gquestion was upon referring the hill.

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask that the bill be read. .

The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill on this call will not take
it into the RECORD.

Mr. ANDERSON. Very well; let it be read for the information of
the House. ’

The bill was read at length, referred to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and ordered to be printed.

D. 8. CAGE.

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (HL. R. 7600) for the reliefof D. 8. Cage
and other citizens of Louisiana; which was read a fisst and second time,
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

NAVIGATION OF MINNESOTA RIVER.

Mr. STRAIT presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Minnesota, praying that Big Stone Lake and the Bois de Sionx River be
embraced in the reservoir system, so that the excess of water may be
so utilized as to render the Minnesota River navigable; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

SANDWICH ISLAND SUGAR.

Mr, BELMONT submitted the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the
House all correspondence between officers of the Treasu ent or be-
tween those officers and any other person or persons, and sll-{ord&m or decisions

the De ment respecting the execution of so much of the Hawaiian treaty of

70 and the law of 1876 to enforce the same, as relates to Sandwich Island sugar.

CATHARINE SMITH.

Mr. SCOVILLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7601) for the relief of Cath-
arine Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. _

Mr. SKINNER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 351) providing
for an equitable distribution of surplus money in the United States
Treasury among the several States for maintenance of schools and pay-
ment of debts; which was read a first and second time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this resolution should be referred
to the Committee on Edueation and Labor. .

Mr. SKINNER. No; it relates to the reduction of the revenue and
I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means,

The SPEAKER. It relates to an expenditure of the revenue for
the maintenance of schools, &e., and the Chair thinks it should go to
the Committee on Education and Labor. :

Mr, SKINNER. Very well.

The joint resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on
Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed.

PERSECUTION OF JEWS IN RUSSIA.

h‘l_r. COX, of New York, submitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs:

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the
publie serviee, communicate to this House all the correspondence in relation to
the treatment of Jews in Russia which has taken place since the last communi-
cation on that subject to this House between the Government of the United
States and that of Russia. =

REPORTS FROM REVENUE-CUTTERS.

Mr. COX, of New York, also submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce:

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of the Treasury be

requested to furnish, as soon as convenient, to the Speaker of this House all doe-

ts in the p ion of rtment containing observations on glacia-

tion, birds, natural history, and the medical notes made upon cruises of revenue-
cutters in the year 1851,
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MILITARY ACADEMY CADETS.
Mr. McCOOK submitted the followmgresolution, which was referred

to the Committee on Military Affairs
Resolved, Tha.t the Spcm!&pi':f War is hereby directed to inform this House of

Sk i Byt Ave y '?éfma“ﬁlf;‘é'ﬂ??.ﬂ“%" 355, the mamber of
year during t Ve years past p: ¥ n T Of
mdidam appo! {nted to fill such vmnmns, the number admi to the corps of

cadets, the each year, and the number of cadets found
deficient,

ELLEN HORGAN.

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H R. 7602) for the
relief of Mrs. EllenHongan. ich was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be pnnted.

SMUGGLING BY NAVAL OFFICERS.

Mr. FLOWER submitted the following resolution; which was re-

ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means :

Resolved, That the Eemtary the Treasury be requested to inform this House
whether there have bee by the customs officers any attempts to smug-
gle by officers of tha Navy or to defraud the Government of any duties
:ln}::;jmporwd last ten years; and, if so, the number of such

LAWS OF UNITED STATES FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT.

Mr. VAN HORN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 352) to pro-
vide for an increased supply of the laws of the United States for the
Treasury Department and its officers; which was read a first and sec-
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be
printed. :

PRINTING REPORT OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER.

Mr. VAN HORN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 353) author-
izing the printing and binding of additional copies of the report of the
Chief Signal Officer ; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed.

JOHN H. POYNTER.

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 7603) for the
relief of John H. Poynter; which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

FRANCIS A. BAIRD.

Mr. YOUNG submitted the following resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Accounts:

Resolved, rk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to
Francis A. m"‘:ﬁ:&? I.hg mn?.igl;wt t?:::'d of the Bouse.ys sum equnl?.:ythe
differ the received by him as laborer and that of

fmm the24th day of February, 1882, to the 24th day of February, 1883.
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ALEXANDER H. BROWN.

Mr. McCLURE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7604) for the
relief of the legal representatives of Alexander H. Brown, deceased;
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. :

INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr. BUTTERWORTH presented the following joint resolution of
the Legislature of the State of Ohio, memorializing Congress relative to
increase of ions in certain cases; which was referred to the Select
Committee onthe Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and, by
consent subsequently obtained, ordered to be printed in the RECORD:

Joint resolution memorializing Congress relative to increase of pensions in cer-
tain cases,

‘Whereas there is now pending in the United States Senam a bill known as
House bill No. 1410, desig the p of soldiers having lost in
the line of duty onearm, one lm.nd one lcg, oronefoot, as amended : Therefore,

Beitresolved bythe Gmerul Amnb]y arr &a.teqr Ohio, That we ully approvethe
contents of said bill and # y Congress at an early date as

d by said ittee; and a uopy of t'ﬁis resolutlon be biohe 'Vernor
forwarded to the members of the Houso and Senate in Congress hio.
J the Hi 0. J. HODgI;‘:.
Speaker of the House of Representatives
q;l. A. HOER,
President pro tempore of the Senate,

Adopted February 1, 1883,
DAVID C. VOSBINDER.

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 7605) granting an increase of
pension to David C. Vosbinder; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committeeon Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. ’

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7606) granting two con-
demned cannon to Hughs Post, Nashville, Ohio; which was read a first
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and
ordered to be printed.

JOHN E. WAREHAM.

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7607) granting a pension
to John E. Wareham; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

DAMAGES TO NAVAL VESSELS.

Mr. BEACH submitted the followmg resolution; which was referred

to the Committee on Naval Affairs

Reaolvad, 'I‘hat- the Seeretary of the Naw be instructed to report to this House
ing to the Navy which have been materially dam-

aged at sea, or have collided with other vessels, or have been run nd in
port or elsewhere in each year during the last ten years, together with a state-
ment of the ber of naval v 18 1n ¢ ission for each year of such period.

CHIEF ENGINEER MELVILLE.

Mr. WARD introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 354) tendering the
thanks of Congress to and conferring additional rank on Chief Engineer
George W. Melville, United States Navy, and for other purposes; which
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be
printed.

BRIDGES ACROSS THE GREAT KANAWIIA,

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. 7608) to authorize the con-
struction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River, and to prescribe
the dimensions of the same; which was read a first and second time;
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

SIDNEY KEMPTON.

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 7609) grantinga pen-
sion to Sidney Kempton; which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

JOHN KUNKEL

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7610) for the re-
lief of John Kunkel; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

CORRESPONDENCE OF SECRETARY OF WAR AND GENERAL HAZEN.

Mr. BELTZHOOVER alsosubmitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs:

Resolved, That the Secretary of Warber ted, if not i ible with the
public interests, to communicate to the House all correspondence which has
passed between him, the said Secretary of War, and General William B. Hazen,
the Chief Signal Officer, during the month of February, 1853,

ADJUSTMENT OF SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS.

Mx BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 7611) to adjust the salaries
; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Comm.:tt:ee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed.

PRETENDED POST-OFFICES.

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 7612) to amend section
3829 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or-
dered to be printed.

FEDEEAL AID FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS.

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, suabmitted a concurrent reso-
lation of the Legislature of the State of South Carolina relative to Fed-
eral aid for public schools; which was referred to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

The resolution was subsequently ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
and is as follows:

Concurrent resolution relative to Federal aid for public schools, passed by the

General Assembly of South Carolina at the regular session commencing No-

vember 28, 1882,

Whereas it is the desire of the people of the State of South Carolina to pro-
mote the education of all people who inhabit her territory, which desire is evi-
denced by the fact that those who now administer the a irs of the State have
amended the constitution o that an annual tax of 2 mills upon the taxable
property and a poll-tax of £l per head is le\ned for the support of the public
schools, which are opened to all classes; and

ereas it is earnestly desired that the ?uhlic schools of the State may be ren-
dered productive of still greater good to those classes who can not be educated
without aid : Therefore,

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of South Carolina (1 s]he house of representalives
eonecurring), That our Senatorsand Representativesin the Congress of the United
States be, and they are hereby, urged to use all of their endeavors to obiain Fed-
eral aid for the promotion of the publie schools of this and our sister States, ac-
cording to the ratio of illiteracy existing in the States.

Resolved further, That the clerks of the senate and house of representatives do
furnish copies of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress
for presentation to said body.

T: BTOBé) FARROW,

erk of the Senate.
JOHN T. SLOAN,
Clerk House of Reprmuaum.

ELI B. PARKER.

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. 7613) granting a pension to
Eli B. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

THOMAS HEATH.

Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a bill (H. R. 7614) for the payment of
bounty to Thomas Heath; which,was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed.

JAMES FOREDICE.

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 7615) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of James Foredice; "which wasread a
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mﬂ:tary Affairs, and
ordered to be printed.

JACOB D. GEHO.
Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 7616) granting a pension
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to Jacob D. Geho; which was read a first and second time, referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

IBA J. J. TURNEY.
Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension

to Ira J. J. Turney; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.
NATURALIZATION.

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 7618) to amend section 2172
of the Revised Statutes, in relation to naturalization; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and
ordered to be printed.

E. BROGLIN.

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 7619) for the relief of E. Brog-
lin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed.

= WILLIAM G. SMITH.

Mr. PEELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7620) granting an increase of
pension to William G. Smith; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

SCHOOL AFFAIRS IN THE TERRITORIES.

Mr. SHERWIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7621) to pro-
vide for the appointment and support of officers charged with the
supervision of school affairs in the Territories of the United States, ex-

ting the Indian Territory and the Territory of Alaska; which wasread
a and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 3
MINERVA A. ROSS.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 7622) grant-
ing a pension to Minerva A. Ross; which was read a first and second
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be
printed.

LOUISVILLE SOUTHERN EXPOSITION.

Mr, WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 7623) relative to the Southern
exposition to be held in the city of Lonisville, State of Kentucky, in the
year 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed.

SAINT VINCENT A PORT OF ENTRY.

Mr. DUNNELL presented memorial of the Legislature of Maine, ask-
ing that Saint Vincent be made a port of entry. It was referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

CUTHBERT WHITE.

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Cuthbert
White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
wittee on Pensions, and ordered to he printed.

UNEARNED LAND GRANTS.

Mr. BERRY also presented a joint resolution of the California Leg-
islature, asking that all unearned land grants to railroads be restored
1o the public domain; which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Subsequently the joint resolution was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, and is as follows:

A bly con rent lution No. 13.
Passed the assembly January 23, A. D, 1883,
M. C. HALEY,
Clerk of the Assembly.
Passed the senate February 6, 1833,
EDWIN F. SMITH,
Secretary of the Senafe.

This resolution was received by the governor this 8th day of February, A. D.
1883,

W. W. MORELAND,
Privale Secretary of the Governor.

CHAPTER ——Assembly concurrent resolution No, 13,
Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That our Senators in Congress
be instructed and our Representatives requested to use their influence and ut-
most endeavors in Congress to procure such 1 lation as may be necessary to
restore to the Government all the public lands hitherto withdrawn from settle-
ment or sale for the benefit of railroads in this State in all cases where such
iannds have not been earned by the roads for which such withdrawals were made.
Resolved, That his excellency the governor cause a copy of these resolutions
to be immediately forwarded of our Senators and Representatives in

Congresas,
H. M. LA RUE,
o1 cﬁ the Assembly.
JOHN DAGGETT,
President of the Senale.

THOS. L. THOMPSON,
Secretary of State.

Attest:

SETTING ASIDE PATENTS, ETC.

Mr. BERRY also presented a joint resolution of the California Legis-

lature requesting the Attorney-General be authorized and requested to

commence suits to set aside certain patents held by theSouthern Pacific

Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

The resoluticn was subsequently ordered to be printed in the RECOED,
and is as follows:
Assembly concurrent resolution No. 15,

Passed the assembly January 23, A, D, 1883,
M. C. HALEY,
Clerk of the Assembly.
Passed the senate February 6, A. D, 1853,

This resolution was received by the governor this 8th day of February, A. D.

W. W. MORELAND,
Privale Secrelary of the Governor.

CnaArTER — —Assembly concurrent resolution No. 15, concerning litigation to
;_lehermina the title to Mussel Slough lands in Tulare and Fresno Counties, Cali-

‘Whereas a.contmvelﬁr exists between the Southern Pacific Railroad Company
and the settlers of the Mussel Slough district, in Tulare and Fresno Counties, as
to the title to the odd-numbered sections of land claimed by the railroad com-
pagy, but settled upon, improved, held, and made valuable by the occupants;
Aan

‘Whereas this mntroverss' has already eventuated in a tragedy in which eight
citizens lost their lives and in the imprisonment of five men believed by the
great majority of the people to be innocent of crime; and

‘Whereas it is of vital importance to the State that the question of title over
which this bloody tragedy occurred shall be settled for all e; and

‘Whereas the settlers aforesaid claim that the said railroad company never had
authority to build its road and never was granted land to aid in 'Its construction
on its present line or within more than one hundred miles from where this

¥ oecurred ; and
ereasthe said settlers insist that the patents issued by the Federal Govern-

ment to the said railroad company are therefore voidable because of error or fraud
in their procurement; and i

Whereas the said settlers nssert that the withdrawal of these lands from settle-
ment was in violation of law, and that were thereby denied the right to file
in the Land Office their pre-emption and homestead cla and are also de-
nied the rightto attack in their own names the patents which they allege should
belong to them, but which are held by said railroad company; and

Whereas one of the highest duties devolving upon a government is the protec-
tion of its citizens in all their rights; and

‘Whereas the right to home and fireside is the dearest of all rights of man, as
it tendsto bind closer the ties of family, upon which States are built and the wel-
fare and happi of the le thereof depend ; and

‘Whereas when the citizen of the State is unable to institute in the courts pro-
ceedings for his own protection it is the duty of the State to see to it that the
barred door of justice be unlocked to his complaint in order that it may be heard
upon its merits: Therefore, .

Eesolved by the assembly (the senale mmn-iw‘). That, in the name of the State
of California, the Attorney-General of the United States be requested to at once
authorize the attorney-general of the State of California to commence proceed-
ings inthe name of the Federal Government to set aside the patents heldl;or these
lands by the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, to the end that the respective
rightsof the people who settled upon and improved these landa by virtue of and
under the laws of the United States, as well as of the said railroad company,
may be litigated, tried, and determined.

Eesolved, t our Senators and Representatives in Congress, including our
Con, en-elect, be uested to use all honorable means, either by personal
application or by action of Con, to seécure on the part of the Attorney-Gen-
eral of the United States compliance with these resolutions.

Resolved, That his excell the governor of the State of California be re-
quested to send a duly copy of this resolution to the Attorney-General
of the United States, and to our Senators and R tatives in Congress and
Congressmen-elect., .

H. M. LA RUE,

the Assembly.
JOHN Doa{GGE‘I‘T,
President of the Senate.

THOS, L. THOMPSON,
Secretary of State.

Attest :

CHINESE RESTRICTION LAW.

Mr. BERRY also presented joint resolution of the California Legisla-
ture, protesting against the construction of the Chinese restriction law
which was made by the Attorney-General; which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

The resolution was subsequently ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
and is as follows:

Assembly concurrent resolution No. 1.

Passed the assembly January 19, A. D. 1883,
M. C. HALEY,
Clerk of the Assembly,

EDWIN F. SMITH,
Secrelary of the Senate.
5 Sg.ﬁs resolution was received by the governor this 9th day of February, A. D.

W. M. MORELAND,
Private Secretary of the

CHAPTER ——Assembly rrent resolution No. 1, relative to the law restrict-
ing cm?fse immigration and its construction by officers of the General Gov-
ernmen )
Whereas by the late decisions of officers of the General Government, the spirit

and intent of the law restricting Chinese immigration have been violated and set

aside, thereby npermitr.ing Chinese subjects to enter the United States for the lg\m—

E:se.nppnren ¥, of passing through the country on their wagr to China, but there
ing nothing to prevent their stopping while in transit, the objecta of the law

will be defeated and our State be again subject to a renewed invasion by that un-

desirable class of people : Therefore, '

Resolved ammbl%(the senate concurring), That we request our Senators
and Representatives inthe Congress of the United States to entera Emlem upon
the part of the State of California against such construction of the said law;
and also request them to do all acts necessary to make such additional pro-
visions to said bill which will prevent the attempted abrogation of the spirit and
intent of said law.

Be it farther resoleed, That the governor of this State be, and he is hereby, re-

Passed the senate February 6, A. D, 1883,
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?wted to tmnsmit- a oop'y of the above preamble and resolution and forward

= e same to each and Representative in Congress from the State of Cal-
i H. M. LA RUE,
Speaker of the Assembly.

JOHN DAGGETT,
President of the Senate.
Attest:
[sEAL] THOS. L. THHOMPSON,
Secretary of Slate,

PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS, INDIAN WAR 1877-'78.

Mr. AINSLIE presented the memorial of the Legislative Assembly
of Idaho Tembory that the volunteers in the Indian war of
1877-"78 be paid for their services; which was referred fo the Committee
on Indian

GEORGE KENNEDY.

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (H. R. 7625) for the relief of
George Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.

NICARAGUA CANAL COMPANY.

Mr. GEORGE presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Oregon in favor of the incorporation of the Maritime Canal Company of
Nicaraguna; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Some time subsequently, by unanimous consent, the said memorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. It is as follows:

Senate concurrent resolution No, 5.

Whereas a bill for the incorporation of the Maritime Canal Company of Nic-

aragua hasbeen favorably reported by the Committeeson Foreign of the
United States Senate and House of Representatives at the last session of Con-
gress, and has been made the * order of the day' on the second Monday in De-
cember next in the Senate; and

‘Whereas the Nicaragua Interoceanic Canal will be of ¥ml benefit to the pro-
ducers and merchants of the Pacific coast, as well as of great commercial and
political advanhuf’eaw our country : Tlmrefore.

Be it resolved, That the Legislature of Oregon, by concurrent resolution of its
senate and assembly, respectfully urge upon the of the United States
the necessity for immediate and favorable action upon the sct incorporating the
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, in order that this beneficent work may
be promptly commenced and earried to a successful conclusion, securing to our

American interoceanic canal upder American control.

ta € T 21,

W. J. McCONNELL,

President of the Senale.

GEO. W. McBRIDE,
Speaker of the House,

UXITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGON,
Office of the Secretary of State, Salem, January 22, 1853,

I, R. P. Earhart, do hereby certify that I am the secretary of state of the State
of (‘)ragtm and custodian of the greatseal thereof; that the foregoing transcri
of the senate concurrent reuo‘luuon No. 5 has been by me compared with t
original copy of the said ent lution No. 5now on file in this
office, and that it is a true and correct tmnscripl thereof, and the whole of said
original resolution.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the
s:eal seal of the State of Oregon. Done at the capitol at Salem, Oregon, this 22d

of

t‘.hnunry, A. D, 1883,
R. P. EARHART,
Secrelary of Stafe,

Adopted in the house September 22, 1882,

COMPULSORY PILOTAGE.

Mr. LADD presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State
of Maine, asking relief from compulsory pilotage, &e.; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The call of Statesand Territories for the introduc-
tion of bills and joint resolutions is now concluded.

UNIVERSAL PEACE.

Mr. CRAPO. I ask unanimous consent at this time to submit a
memorial of a committee representing the Society of Friends for New
England, upon the subject of universal asking the establishment
of an international system of arbitration for the settlement of disputes
hetween nations, with the request that it be ordered to be printed in
the RECORD and appropriately referred.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle-
man for unanimous consent.

There was noobjection, and the memorial wasordered to be printed in
the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It is
as follows:

To the Senate and House t% Representatives
of the United Stalesin Congress assembled :

The undemig:ed ,acommittee under appointment of and representing the So-
ciety of Fri for New England, upon the sub}ed. of universal peace, desire
respectfully to convey to your honorable body the expression of our warm ap-
roval n{ the joint resolution recently introduced to the Senate by Senator
8&0 Hoanr, of M usetis, anthorizing and directing the President of
the Lnited States to enter into negotiations with all the civilized powers which
nsent, for the establishment of an international system whereby matters
tﬁsputa between thcir mpecuwa governments may be adjusted by arbitration
and without recourse to wa
We would earnestly solicltl.he l'avorahle attention of Congressto this i.mportnnl.
question, and also entreat its activei for the plish t of an end

with which we believe the welfare of nations and the progress of Christian civil-
ization are closely connected.

TIMOTHY B. HUSSEY, of Maine,

GEORGE RICHARDSON, of Maine,

GERTRUDE W. CA_RTLAND of Massachusetis,

RACHAEL S. HOWLAND, of New Bedford, Mass.
CHARLES C, VARNEY, of East Parsonsfield, Me,
JOSEPH II. ATWATER, of Providence, R, I,
GEORGE HUSSEY GIFFORD, of Rhode Island.
SAMUEL R. BUFFINTON, of Massachuse
WILLIAM JACOB, of Massachusetts.

SYBIL NARCISSA' JACOB, of Massachusetts,
HENRY T. WO0OD, of Massachusetts,

ARREARAGES OF PENSIONS,

Mr. PEELLE. During the call of the States and Territories for the
introduction of bills, I submitted resolutions of the State of Indiana
with reference to the time in which to file applications for ions
under the arrearages act with the request that it be printed in the REcC-
ORD. Since the unanimous consent has been given to have p'rmted a
copy of the same resolution submitted by my colleague [Mr, PEIRCE],
I will simply ask leave now to present the resolutions of the State and
ask that they be appropriately referred.

There was no objection, and the said resolutions were referred to the
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay.

TAX ON COTTON-TIES.

Mr. MONEY. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the
RECORD the body of two petitions which I introduced this mornin
through the petition-box, from colored laborers in the cotton-fields
the South, protesting against the imposition of any increased tax upon
cotton-ties and bands used in baling cotton; and ask that the same be
a.lso referred to the Committee on Ways and Means.

There was no ohjection, and it was ordered accordingly. The peti-
tion is as follows:

To the honorable Senate and House of Represenlalives of the United Stales :
The undersigned, eolored laborers in the cotton-fields, and growers and plant-
ersof that great staple of the South, fully but eamastl protest against the
imposition of any increased tax upon iron ties and bands used in baling cotton.
They beg to rt-pmnb that any 1ncrense of duty as is contemplated will be an
immediate reduction of the pr dsthey now receive from their labors, adding
direct tothe cost of sendmg their producis to a market. They further beg to rep-
resent that the price of cotton hasreached solow a ﬂgum that it barely affordsa
living margin above the cost of production, and that with any additional imposi-
tion by the Govemmem they can not eomﬁcte mth the cheap labor of Indiaand
@ cotton

Egypt. In the lower Mississippi Vﬂl crops for the past three years
have been poor, and with the fn uction elsewhere the laborersan dgu'm-

ers have been made to suffer l'mm lessened returns in the way of cotton and
lower prices, all of which has reduced them to a condition of pove.rty and dis~

tress.
In face of these ﬂml.s the labormg people, and especially the colored race, look
to the Gover t for nee and protection, and earnestly call upon Con-
gress to do nothing that may entail upon them additional burdens.

ROBERT SMALLS.

Mr. DEZENDORF, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on
Naval Affairs, reported as asubstitute for IT. R, 7059, a bill (H. R. 7626)
aunthorizing a reappraisement of the stmm»transport boat Planter cap-
tured by Robert Smalls, and for a distribution of proceeds thereof; which
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

CAPTAIN J. H. GILLIS.

Mr. DEZENDORF also, by unanimons consent, from the Committee
on Naval reported back with a favorable recommendation the
joint resolution (H. Res. 128) tendering the thanks of Congress to Cap-
tain J. H. Gillis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY.

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Patents,
reported back the bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of the Union Metallic
Cartridge Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

SOLOMON K. RUGGLES.

Mr. FULKERSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on
Pensions, reported back the bill (H. R. 4927) granting a pension to
Solomon K. Ruggles; which was referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER.

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent tosubmit at this time, and ask
to have printed in the REcorD and appropriately referred, certain reso-
lutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint Louis with reference to
the improvement of the Mississippi River and urging to sus-
tain the plans of the Mississippi River Commission in that direction.

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be printed
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve-
ments of the Mississippi River.
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The résolutions are as follows:
\ MERCHANTS' EXCHANGE OF SAINT Louns,
2 BSaint Louis, February 9, 1883,

DEeAR Sir: Atameeting of the board of directors, held this day, the following
resolutions were unanimously ado s

Whereas the imgortanm to the whole country of continuing the work of the
improvement of the Mimlauip{i{lhlliver in the interest of cheap transportation is
& matter of national interest: erefore,

Beilresolved, Thatthe General Assemby of the State of Missouri be, and is here-
by, requested to adopt a joint resolution, instrnetluﬁour Senatorsand requesting
our Reg;esenmtivas in Congress to sustain the plans of the Mississippi River
Commission, and to further request them to use their best endeavors to secure
the atgpropriatiom necessary to carry out the recommendations of the commis-
sion for the next fiscal year,

Resolved, That the president and secretary of this exchange be, and are hereby,
instructed to send a copy of these resolutions to the governors and presiding
officers of the Legislatures of all the States throughout the Mississippi Valley
and to the boards of trade and similar organizations interested in the successful
improvement of our Western water ways, and invite their eo-operation in such

on as will unite the influence and power of the States in the valley in sup-
rt of the river commission, as the best means whereby cheap transportation
g; water can be obtained,
1ly submitted.
J. C. EWALD

A , President,
Attest GEO., H. MORGAN, Secrelary.

est
Hon. J. Froyp K156, of Lowisiana.
JAMES A. WATKINS.

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, from the Committee
on Military Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation
the bill (H. R. 7173) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant the use
of certain lands at I'ortress Monroe, Virginia, to James A. Watkins for
the extension of his building; which was referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying
report ordered to be printed.

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY COMPANY.
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 6947, a bill (H. R. 7627) to authorize
. the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company to extend its road to a point
on the lands of the United States at Fortress Monroe, Virginia; which
wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed. y :
NATIONAL BANK OF WEST GREENVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA.

Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on
Banking and Currency, reported back with a favorable recommendation
the bill (H. R. 7587) changing the name of the First National Bank of
West Greenville, Pennsylvania, to the First National Bank of Green-
ville, Pennsylvania; which was referred to the House Calendar, and
the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE THAMES RIVER.

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on
Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill
(H. R. 7115) to authorize the constructionof a bridge across the Thames
River near New London, in the State of Connecticut; which was referred
to_tl::d House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS RIVER.

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee
on Commerce, re back with a favorable recommendation the bill
(H. R. 7148) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River, ex-
tending from a point within five miles of Columbiana, Greene County,
to a point within five miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the
State of Illinois; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the
accompanying report ordered to be printed.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER.

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee
on Commerce, re back with a favorable recommendation the bill
(H. R. 7589) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis-
souri River at the most accessible point within ten miles below and five
miles above the city of Kansas City, Missouri; which was referred to
the House Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed.

D. 8. CAGE AND OTHERS. :

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent to have the documents pre-
sented with the bill which I introduced this morning for the relief of
D. 8. Cage and others, citizens of Louisiana, printed with the bill.

The SPEAKER. That is a very unusnal request.

Mr, ELLIS. I have had it done before.
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the papers will be ordered
to be printed.

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered.

NATIONAL BANK OF WEST GREENVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA,

Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s
table for immediate action the bill S. No. 2490. It merely strikes out the
word “West” from the name of the First National Bank of West Green-
ville, owing to the fact that the same word has been stricken out from the

name of the town since the organization of the bank, The bank being | §1 4

| and by

about to reorganize desires that its name shall be the same as that of
the town and the post-office. A similar bill has been unanimously ree-
ommended for passage by the Banking and Currency Committee.

Mr, UPSON. I call for the order.

The SPEAKER. The regularorder is called for, which is in the nat-
ure of an ohjection.

Mr. MILLER. I understand the call for the regular order is with-
drawn.

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. UpsoN] with-
draw the call for the regular order? »

Mr. UPSON. I do not.

LIGHT ON ROSMER SHOAL.

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Housea letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a petition for the estah-~
lishment of a light on Rosmer Shoal, in the lower bay of New York;
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be
printed.

CONTESTED ELECTION—JONES VS. SHELLEY.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House testimony in the contested-
election case of Jones vs. Shelley; which was referred to the Committee
on Elections, and ordered to be printed.

IMPROVEMENT OF DETROIT RIVER.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre-
tary of War to accompany papers in relation to the improvement of the-
Detroit River at Lime-Kiln Crossing; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

GAS FOR LIGHTING BEACONS AND BUOYS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary
of the Treasury, in response to a House resolution of the 9th instant in.
regard to the cost of introducing gas for lighting beacons and buoys;
whiche(iwas referred fo the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be-
printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS. -

The SPEAKER. This being the third Monday—
. Mr. BLANCHARD addressed the Chair.

The S;’EAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Louisi--
ana rise

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to introduce a bill for reference.

The SPEAKER. The order is called for.

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Texas who called for the-
regular order withdrew the call in favor of this bill. -

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Texas had no right to with-
draw it in favor of any person.

Mr. BLANCHARD. He did withdraw it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is not in order.

Mr, BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Texas has withdrawn the-
call for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. TheChairasked the gentleman from Texas whether-
he withdrew the call for the regular order, and he said he did not.

This being the third Monday of the month, and the call of States and.
Territories having been completed, motions may be made to suspend
the rules, preference being given on the third Mo to committees.

The Committees on Public Expenditures and on Private Land Claims.
were called and did not offer motions to suspend the rules.

The Committee on the District of Columbia was called.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resoln-
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

Joint resolution (H. Res. No. 337) to provide for admission free of
duty of articles intended for a special exhibition of machinery, tools,
implements, apparatus, &e., for the generation and application of elee-
tricity, to be held at Philadelphia by the Franklin Institute.

NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY OF WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. PEIRCE. I am instructed by the Committee on the District of
Columbia to report back the bill (H. R. No. 7186) to incorporate The
National Trust Company of Washington, District of Columbia, and to-
move that the rules be suspended and the bill passed.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, &c., That Nathaniel N Alexander ITenderson, Ernest Dich--
man, George W. HoaaéSamuel E. Middleton, James R. Young, S8amuel T. Will-
Jesse M. Sarvis, Geo cCartee, and such other persons as may here--
after be associated with them, and their successors, are hereby constituted a.
body corg:ram under the name of The National Trust Com of Washington,
that name shall have succession ; shall mnaile to sue and be
sued, plead and be impl , and defend and be defended in all courts of law
and equity within the United States; may make and use a common seal; and”
the said corporation is hereby vested with all the power and privileges neces-
sary to give full force and effect to the purposes of this act.

Sec. 2. That the said corporators, or any three of them, shall, within ninety
days after the of this act, or%-u.nlm said P in 1 with the -
gmvisiom of Revised Statutes of the United States for the District of Colum-
i& chapter 18, class 4; the ecapital stock of said company being hereby fixed at

, with authority to increase the same from time to time to the sum of”
£1,000,000, in such manner as the company by its by-laws may determine.
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Sec. 3. That said wmfﬁny shall have power to make all necessary by-laws or
regulations and appoint all necessary officers for the conduet of its business; to
.accept, hold, and execute all trusts of real and personal property which may be
committed to it by any person, corporation, or by order of any court or govern-
ment; to act as agent forthe sale, , or management of real and personal

roperty; to register or countersign the certificates of stock, bonds, or other evi-
-Sanoau of debt, and to act as register or transfer agent for the stocks or bonds
i d by any p , corporation, or government; toact as executor, adminis-
tmwc;mldmn by appointment under a will or by order of a court; to actas
the n gl’ tbei st .d -";d ticsand p of t%:mundl?imfi; to] recei:,e
money upon de and to advance money upon security of real estate,
pemgal pro pmb‘ills, notes, or other security; to receive upon deposit or
storage me plate, stocks, bonds, specie, and other property, and to is-
suestorage or certificates for the same; to guarantee payment, punct-
ual performance, or collection of bills of exchange, notes, contracts, bonds, rents,
and acconnts.

Sec. 4. That said company shall and is hereby, required to make, to the
Comptroller of the Currency, and publish all the reports which national banking
associations are required to make and publish under the provisions of sections
5211, 5212, and 5213 of the Revised Statul

as far as the same may be applicable

to said company, and said pany hji d to the ties for failure
to make or puhﬁuh such reports as are herein pro N
8Ec. 5. That Cong may 1, alter, or d this act.

Mr. COBB, Mr. VALENTINE, and Mr. HOLMAN demanded a sec-
.ond on the motion to suspend the rules.

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be noobjection a second will be considered
.as ordered.

Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. COBB objected.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PEIRCE and Mr. CoBB were appointed.

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes 79,
moes 82,

So the motion to suspend the rules was not seconded.

FEES OF PENSION AGENTS.

Mr. LINDSEY. I am instructed by the Committee on the Payment
.of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay to move to s the roles so as
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7099) to amend the
pension laws, and for other purposes, and to pass the same at this time.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, &¢., That the act entitled “An act relating to claim aﬁ\:nts and
attorneys in pension cases,” approved June mig?v?. is hereby repealed.

SEc. 2. That sections4768, 4769, and 4786 of the sed Statutesare hereby made
;?pllmbls also to all cases filed with the C ner of Pensions since June
-20, 1878, and which have not been heretofore allowed.

8Ec. 3. Thatsection 4785 of the Revised Statutes is hereby re-enacted and amend-
ed so as to read as follows:

“8Ec. 4785, No agent or attorney or other person shall demand orreceive any
-other compensation for hisservices in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty
land than such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to be paid him,
not exceeding £25; nor shall such agent, atterney, or other person demand or
receive such compensation, in whole or in part, until such pension or bounty-
land claim shall be allowed.”

SEc, 4. That section 4786 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to
read as follows:

“geo, 4786, It shall be the duty of the agent or attorney of record in the prose-
eution of the case to cause to be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions, for his
.approval, duplicate articles of agreement, without additional cost to the elaim-
_ant, setting forth the fee agreed upon by the parties, which agreement shall be
e ted in the of and certified by some officer com nt to admin-
ister caths. In 153 cases where application is made for pension or bounty land,
and no agreement is filed with and approved by the Commissioner, as herein

rovided, the fee shall be §10, and no more. And such articles of agreement as
Enve been I tofore or may h fter be filed with the Commissioner of Pen-
-sions, are not authorized, nor will they be recognized, except in claims for orig-
inal pension, claims for increase of pension on account of a new disability not
before alleged, in cl. for restoration wherea oner's name has been or
may hereafter be dwﬁpe& from the pension-rolls, on testimony taken by a
-special examiner of this office, showing that the disability or cause of death on
account of which the nate in the line of du!gra,

on was allowed did not ori

asticles ?“dwpm“T ok b e et e o i
articles of g ent, volun e an now same _
free nct and deed. % '

s  (Official signature.)

“ And now, to wit, this day of . A. D. 188—, I (or we) accept the
provisions contained in the foregoing articles of agreement, and will, to the best
of my (or our) ability, endeavor faithfully to represent the interest of the elai t

in the premises,

“And 1 Eor we) hereby acknowledge that I (or we) have heretofore received
from the claimant the sum of lollars, and no greater sum, and that
that amount shall be deducted from the sum herein stipulated to be paid.

“Witness my (or our) hand the day and year first above written,

i “ (Signature of attorney.)

“STATE OF y
* County of L B8

“ Personally came , Whom I knowto be the he repr ts hi i
to be, and who, having signed above nce of agr t, acknowledged
the same to be ree act and deed.

“ (Official signature.)

“And if in the adjudication of any claim !'o;'dpenslon in which such articles of

agreement have been, or may hereafter be, filed, it shall appear that the claimant

had, prior to the execution thereof, paid tothe nttom;‘vauysum for his services
in such claim, and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein, then every such
claim shall be adjudicated in the same manner as though no articles of agree-
ment had been filed.”

Mr. MATSON. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the
rules in order that the bill may be explained.

The SPEAKER. If there is no ohjection a second will be considered
as ordered.

Mr. BRAGG. I object.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. LINDSEY and Mr. MATSON were ap-
pointed.

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes
83, noes BO.

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded.

The SPEAKER. Underthe rule therewill be thirty minutes allowed
for debate, and the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LINDSEY ] will be recog-
nized to control the fifteen minutes in support of the motion, and the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATsoN] the fifteen minutes in oppo-
sition to the motion,

Mr. LINDSEY. I will call for the reading of the report. It sets
forth very succinetly and clearly, so far as I am able to understand, the
purpose and ohject of the bill.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think there will be no objec-
tion to having this report read without the time being taken out of the
thirty minutes allowed for debate under the rule. This is a very im-
portant bill; the report is not a long one, and I think if the Chair will
ask for unanimous consent that the report be read and that the debate
go on afterward there will be no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. RoBIN-
soN] asks unanimous consent that the time for reading the report shall
not be taken out of the time allowed under the rule for debate. Is
there ohjection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The report was read, as follows:

The Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R, 7099) to amend the pension laws, and for other pur-
poses, having duly considered the same, submiﬁlm following rgort:

The law relating to attorneys' fees, now in foree (act of June 20, 1878), prohib-
its an attorney from receiving as compensation for prosecuting pension
a higher fee £10, and permits him to collect the same from claimant at
such times as may be agreed upon.

It was stated and expected by the friends of this measure that its effect would

be to diminish the number of claims filed, and thus lessen the labors of the Pen-

sion Office, and also afford more ample protection to claimants for pension from
the d d own that it

and in cases of dependent relatives whose names have n or may h ft
dropped from the rolls on like testimony, u the ground of n.on-daPendenee,
nnclP in such other cases of difficulty and trouble asthe Ci issi Pensi

That no greater fee than §10 shall be

may see fit to them: Provided,
claim for pension the cause of which

erm ;
demanded, recei or allowed in an
-originated prior to Rarch 4, 1861 ; nor in any claim for pension or bounty land
granted by special act of Gonﬁrese nor in any elaim for increase of on
account of the increase of the disability for w the pension had been allowed :
And provided further, That no fee shall be demanded, received, or allowed in any
claim for arrears of pension or arrears of increase of pension allowed by any act
-of Congress subsequent to the date of the allowance of the ori claims
“in which such arrears of pension or of increase of pension may be allowed.

i “‘ The articles of agreement herein provided for shall be in substance as follows,

owit:
: ‘* ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT.

“IWhereas I, . late a in company ., of the ent of
volunteers, war of 1861 (or, if the service be different, here state same),
having made application for pension under the lawsof the United States :

“ Now, this ment witnesseth, that for and in consideration of services done
and to be done in the premises, I hereby agree toallow my attorney, —_—
of , the fee of dollars, which shall inclode all amounts to be paid for
any service in furtherance of said elaim; and said fee shall not be demanded by
or payable to my said attorney, in whole or in pa¥t, except in case of the grant-
ing of my gcnsion by the Commissioner of Pensions, and then the same shall
be paid eif im or them in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress
Approvi )

'PH.aving heretofore paid my said attorney, in part, for his services herein, the

sum of dollars, that amount is to be deducted from the sum above stipu-
lated to be paid.
“ (Claimant’s signature.)
*(Two witnessea' signatures.)
“"“STATE OF .
* County of , 852
*Be it known that on this, the day of ——, A. D, 188—, personally ap-
peared the above-named » Who, after having had read over to ——, in the

of unscrupulous claim nigents. But experience has
has led to indiseriminate appeals to soldiers thronghout the country to file appli-
ecations for pension, with but little r to the requi ts of the law, the
object being apparently to malke such applications the basis of constant persist-
ent appeals to the applicants for the payment of the legal fee of §10.

U this subject the Commissioner of Pensions say;,) in his annual report to
the ary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1881, 9:

* That the results of this enactment have been deleterious to the interests of
claimants and agents alike; tothe claimants,in that the abolishment of the con-
tingency of success and the removal of the security to the nts has stimu-
lated many irresponsible who could be of no possible service to the
claimants, to invite a general application of soldiers for pensions, regardless of
disabilities incurred, by which, after filing the claim, they may obtain in ad-
vance the feeof (ﬁ) and thenceforth abandon the claim, thus incumbering
the files of this office and hindering and delaying meritorious claimants; to the
agents by degrading the profession and bringing into disrepute an otherwise
legitimate employment.”

in, he says, on pw 9:

“T recommend that ngress re-enact the laws in foree prior to June 20, 1578,

g]);on this subject, and make such provision as will protect the Department a:
imants alike from ignorant and useless agents and protect and assist well
informed and useful ones.”

In his annual report for the r ending June 30, 1882, page 17, he says:

“In my last annual report I dwelt at some length upon the subject of claim
agentzand attornevsand their fees. E ence fully justifies me in my opinion
in all that was said in that report touching this subject, and I wish to refer to it
and make it a part of this, uch time and labor are spent in the prosecution of
claims by attorneys and agents, who, after years of labor, find ithemselves con-
fined to a fee of $10, and in self-interest resort to subterfuges and devious meth-
ods to obtain a greater fee from the claimant. I think this office should be re-
lieved from the vast amount of annoyance eavsed by the petty prosecution of
men, perhaps not otherwise dishonest, who find the opportunity offered by the
receipt of large sums us arrears of pension by their principals to collect from
them a greater fee than is allowed by the act of June 20, 1878, too freat a temp-
tation to be borne. Wherever such cases come to my knowledge it is my duty,
and I have endeavored to discharge it by prmemﬂnﬁht]ha offender and disbar-
ring him from practice. The offense is often so tritling that it is exceedingly
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annoying to be compelled to set so much force upon such small and seemingly
unimportant outside matters.” L

In these views of the Commissioner, so aptly expressed in two successive an-
nual reports, your committee fully concur.

For the correction of these evils the bill in question (FL. R. 7099) has been drawn
by the Commissioner of Pensions, and was introduced at_his suggestion. This
bill proposes substantially to re-enact the law of July 8, 1870, Statutes at Large
volume 16, page 194, as it stood on the 20th of June, 1578, witha few changes and

additions, intended to make it more effective in its operations, and covers the
points di 1 by the C issi in his last annual report (see page 17},
where he says: £

“ In my opinion the remedy lies, as I have before recommended, in the substan-
tial re-enactment of the law in force at the time said act of June 20, 1578, was
passed, the salient points to be covered being, first, the establishment of a rea-
sonable fee for the claim agent or attorney; second, the agreement therefor to
be by written contract, which, as to amount of the fee, shall be subject to the
approval and discretion of the Commissi of P ns, and the form to be
prescribed by him; third, the payment of such fee to be contingent upon the
successful prosecution of the elaim ; fourth, the payment thereof to be made by
the pension agent; with such guarded provisions o be enacted as will prevent
injustice being done claimants whose claims arealready on file, where payment
c?some part of the fee has been made in advance, so that the claimant shall
have the full benefit of such payment. I cannot but believe that a well-guarded
law of this character will attract to the pension practice an ho ble and up-
right class of attorneys, who ean not now afford to undertake the business for
the fee, and who are unwilling to be annoyed b? such employment under the

ions as they exist under the present law.’ g

The present method of collecting the attorney's fee direct from the claimant
before the case has been successfully closed is found to work great hardship
upon a large class of pension claimants. Many of them are now becoming in-
firm from and are limited in their resources; and with their claims once in
the hands of an unscrupulous and artful attorney, the impression is easily con-
veyed to their minds that the only way to rompt and favorable action is
to pay the legal fee at once; and many of them t‘lflus influenced deprive them-
selves of the comforts of life they so much need in order to meet this demand,
only to find that they have been deceived. The agent having secured all the
fee he can legally collect, their case is neglected, and their only resort is to em-
ploy another, with the risk that he too may vietimize them again in a similar

InAnner.,

Section 3 of this bill renders such practices impossible without incurring erim-
inal liability, as it forbidsthe payment of any fees than snch asthe Commissioner
of Pensions shall direct to be paid, and precludes the attorney from demanding
or receiving any compensation until she sion shall be allowed ; and section
2 revives and re-enacts section 4768 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that
the attorney’s fee shall be paid by the agent for paying ons, who is instructed
to deduet the amount directed to be paid the agent by the Commissioner from
the sum due the pensioner upon his first payment.

Under this bill all eorrespondence and negotiations between the attorney and
the claimant in reference to fees is atan end the tthey have ted the
contracts contemplated and set out in section 4 of this bill, and in cases where
contracts are not provided, the amount of fee is fixed at £10 in the bill, thusavoeid-
ing all ity for negotiations on that subject, as the question is thus taken
out of the hands of the parties and disposed of by the language of the bill.

Your committee are fully satisfied by the statements and recommendations of
the Commissioner of Pensions, by their own nal observation,and by the
representations of reliable lawyers who have experience in practicing be-
fore the Pension Office, that $25 is a very reasonable sum to fix as compensation
for the successful prosecution of an original pension claim, and that in very many
cases twice that amount would not be too much, They are also well satisfied
that any less sum will not call into the practice professional men of the standing
the interests of the service as well as the claimants so imperatively demand.

One great want of the pension service is thea rance of a body of educated,
intelligent lawyers of integrity to reYresent claimants in the prosecution of their
elaims. Suoch a body of men would lessen the labor and embarrassments of that
office very materially, and prove of substantial benefit to the claimants, as well
asanadditional safeguard against fraudulent and trifling claims. But the scanty
fee (i)f $10, as fixed by the present law, is an effectual barrier to such a consum-
mation,

1t is proper to add that the method of paying attorneys' fees proposed by this
bill has been the law in reference to the payment of fees in the matter of arreara
of pay and bounty since April 10,1869, and has proved eminently satisfactory to
the Treasury officials under whose jurisdiction such claims are adjudicated, and
no proposition has ever been made for its modification or change.

our ittee therefore d the p of the

Mr. LINDSEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE].

Mr. BROWNE. In my judgment had the law regulating attorneys’
fees never been changed there would have been thousands of dollars
saved to the Treasury and to pension claimants.

Tt is said that the present law fixes the maximum fee of pension
agents or attorneys at 15]0 for each case. The truth is that in almost
every case the claimant is compelled to pay or does pay from twenty to
thirty dollars. It is done in this way: The pension agent or attorney
sends a cireular into the varions neighborhoods of the United States and
obtains the names of all the soldiers that he can find there. Theygive
their names, companies, regiments, places of residence, usnally signing
their names to petitions asking Congress to ’pam an equalization bounty
bill or some other measure in the interest of the soldier. The petitions
are returned to the claim agent in this city, under the pretense that they
are to besent by him to Congress. He transcribes on his books the list
of names, &e., and then he may send the petition to Congress.

He immediately issnes a circular to each of these soldiers, asking
them to state the time and place of their enlistment, how long they
served, when they were discharged; whether during the time of their
service they were sick, if so, what was the matter; in what hospitals
they were treated, and, finally, their present condition of health. Now,
almost every soldier was sick at some time or disabled in some way
during his service.

The soldiers to whom these circulars are sent fill up the blanks and
return them. Then the agent or attorney sends them a blank appli-
cation for a pension, stating that, npon the record which they have
given, the attorney believes the soid.ier to be entitled to a pension. A
declaration is filled ont and returned.

ying bill.
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That declaration when returned is filed by the agent in the Pension
Bureaun, and he gets an acknowledgment that the pension claim has
been filed and that if any testimony is wanted to support it the agent
will be notified. The agent then sends the soldier all the correspond-
encfa and asks him for three or five dollars as a part of the fee allowed
by law.

After a while, when the Pension Office reaches the claim, it calls for
more evidence, and the pension agent then sends ont for the additional
evidence and asks the payment of another installment of the fee, which
is paid. From time to time they ask the payment of these fees in in-
stallments until they get $10, when, having all the fee the law aunthor-
izes them to receive, they suddenly lose all interest in the further pros-
ecution of the claim.

But suppose the claim to be allowed. Their entire fee has been paid.
They then organize within themselves another agency or firm of attor-
neys, called by some other name, and send out a circular saying to the
pensioner, ‘‘We have been at the Pension Bureau and have discovered
that you are allowed a pension of $4 or $5 a month. We are satisfied
from the evidence on file that it is wholly inadequate; and if you will
send a petition for the increase of your pension we will have it in-
creased.’”’ The petition is sent; and they go to work until they get $10
more for prosecuting the claim for an increase. Suppose that claim is
disallowed? Then another organization within the same body of attor-
neys is made, by whom the applicant is informed that they have ex-
amined the papers on file in the Pension Office and discovered that the
claim has been rejected. They knew it had been rejected. They did
not ascertain it in the Pension Bureaun at all. They say, *‘ Yourclaim
has been rejected; wehave seen the testimony; the claim ought to have
been allowed. Send a petition to have the case reopened; and we will
have the case reviewed.’” The petition is sent; and these agents goon
and get another $10 from the same claimant, until they have collected
from $20 to $30 in each case.

Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman might add that these agents
collect another $10 when they have a bill introduced here and referred,
as is done in many cases every Monday.

Mr. BROWNE. I can not in five minutes undertake to tell all the
devious ways in which claims are prosecuted by these agents. -
MMrl. VALENTINE. We have those bills lying all around here every

onday.

Mr. BROWNE. Yes,sir. When these agents fail in all these ways
I have described, they then have a bill introduced in Congress and sent
to a committee; and they get their fee for that. Under the present law
they never stop bleeding the claimant. :

Now, what is the bill? It simply proposes that the fee may be $10
or may be equal to $25 under particular circumstances; but it is only
to be paid in the event of the claim being successfully prosecuted.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why should not this same law be
extended to claims for lost horses, &c.? These agents are now claiming
in some instances 33 per cent. of the amount allowed.

Mr. BROWNE. I do not know any reason why the law might not
be extended in that way. But I am talking about this bill as it pre-
sents itself to us now; and it can not be amended under the present
motion tosuspend the rules.

The fact that this little fee of $10 has been allowed as a maximum fee
has invited, as the report shows, almost everybody to become claim
agents—men, women, and children. They are sending out their cir-
cularsand undertaking toprosecuteclaims, Whatistheresult? Many
of these persons, unacquainted with legal p i send to the Pen-
sion Bureau papers which are so meager and incoherent in statement
that the burean can not act upon them, and consequently is compelled
from time to time to send out for additional evidence, for more perfect
statements, more complete details; while if the fee were such as to in-
vite into this kind of practice lawyers of ability and integrity there
would be full and perfect statements made in the beginning. Thusa
large amount of trouble and expense to the bureau would be avoided
and the admission of just claims would be facilitated. The present
law allowing an unconditional fee has stimulated the introduction of
bad claims—elaims filed by the attorney solely for the purpose of getting
the fee, and with no expectation that they would be allowed.

Mr. LINDSEY. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the residue of my time
until we have heard from the other side.

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, when I demanded a second upon the
motion to pass this bill I stated that it was done in order that the hill
mightbeexplained. Iremembered that Congressatonetimehad enacted
the law under which so many abuses had been committed and the his-
tory of which hasbeen so correctly given by my colleague [ Mr. BROWNE],
I thought therefore that a bill undertaking to deal with this question
ought to be considered with some care before its passage.

‘When the first section of the bill was read it attracted my attention,
because it proposed to repeal the law providing a limitation upon the
payment of fees to claim agents. My impression was then, and I still
think that the law referred to provides for overcharging fees and for
withholding pension-money; and thisbill, asT understand, repeals those
provisions absolutely without any saving clause. If gentlemen of this
committee can convince me that the effect of this legislation is not to
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wipe out the penalties for all the very grave and serious offenses referred
to by my colleague I will very gladly vote for the bill. But if that
objection obtains, I apprehend that no member of the House desires to

a measure which will wipe out all offenses of that kind which have
m committed.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Does not the existing law provide that a party
receiving any fee before the claim has been allowed commits a eriminal
offense?

Mr. MATSON. T desireto have it understood that this bill contains
a provision declaring *‘ thatthe actrelating to claim agents and attorneys
in pension cases, approved June 20, 1878, is hereby repealed.”’ There
is no saving clanse. There is nothing to save the prosecutions which
are pending or to provide that these offenses may be prosecuted here-
after, whether the parties have been indicted or not. If this bill does
not have that effect, I have no sort of objection to it.

Mr. BROWNE. If it has that effect, I object to it.

Mr. JOYCE. Does the gentleman suppose the repeal of this law
would stop the prosecutions which had already been commenced, and
would condone the offenses committed under the present law?

Mr. MATSON. If these offenses were prescribed and the penalties
fixed by the law you repeal, there could be no prosecution.

Mr. BROWNE. ' There wounld be no law under which they could be

rosecuted. -

Mr. MATSON. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. BRAGG], and then the balance of my time to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS].

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I am hardly in condition to present to
the House my views of this bill, but as well as I may be able, suffering
under the infirmities I do this morning, I will endeavor to do so.

I desire to call the attention of my friend from Indiana [Mr.
BrowNE] particularly to the history of that class of vagabond claim
agents whose operations he has described. They have been for years
gathering up pension claims, which are now filed in the Pension Office.
They have year after year bled the pension claimant, under one pretext
oranother, until they have bled nearly all the blood from hisbody. And
now, having secured and having in their possession two hundred, three
hundred, perhaps four hundred thousand claims pending in the Pension
Office, they come here to Congress and ask Congress, in order to have
respectable men enter into the business, to pass a law so they can get
$25 more. That is all there is in this hill.

Mr. JOYCE. There isaclause in the bill which expressly prohibits
anything of the kind.

Mr. BRAGG. Theclausein the bill is a humbug, because before this
bill shall have become a law the pension agents in this city will do pre-
cisely what they did when the other bill was passed repealing the fees
and reserving only the rights of contracts; they sent immediately all
over the country a blank form of contract, accompanied by telegraphic
notice, business could not further proceed unless they had a contract
signed, and there came back a large number, a good many thousand
contracts, securing those who were to get pensions by a contract when
they had nothing to do, and the party receiving the bounty-land war-
rant came back giving them $25 in addition. That information I have
from the Pension Office itself.

And while this act may seem to apply to cases in futuro it does not.
But it applies to every case in which a decision is not now made, and
that class of ble persons who will enter into this business are to
be the attorneys of the cases.

These agents proceed on the theory, and I presume the Commissioner
of Pensions proceeds on the same theory, and I regret it because I es-
teem him highl{ﬂaas a soldier and a man, that this pension business as
a business is tolast for all time to come. It is never to end. We are
building an immense palace down here and we are to keep the thing
going. I was in hope that the pension business might have dn end some
time or other, but they seem to be acting on the principle of the En-
glishman who bought a sugar-bush and said he was going to make sugar,
and if he found the thing profitable he was going to keep it running all
summer. [Laughter.] Now, that is what these men propose to do.
‘We have half a million to a million of claimants. We have half a mill-
ion already on file. This bill extends to all of them, and seems to
make provision to pay $25 to everybody who can invite one to come
in and make a claim, and if he pays enough to make proof of the
claim.

Now, in my judgment, Mr. Speaker, there ought not to be a cent al-
lowed. There should be no such thing as a pension agent or claim agent
for a pension. Every soldier who is entitled to a pension, who can tell
the truth, can go before a magistrate and draw up his statement and
take the statement of his comrades, put it into good plain English, and
by paying half a dollar to a magistrate can get all the proof he wants.
‘What do these fellows do? They manufacture the skeleton in the first
place, for which they draw $10. They send a man his papers, telling
him all he has to do is to get his member of Congress to run the thing
through.

Several MEMBERS., That is so.

Mr. BRAGG. I say the whole thingshould be cutoff. They should
not have a cent. Every honest soldier who is entitled to a pension can
go to a county town or avillage and say to one of his friends, I am en-

titled to a pension and I wish you to sit down and draw up my affi-
davit. He can have it drawn up and send it on, and if necessary hie can
secure the affidavit of his comrades,  Noticeis given to his comrades to
appear before another magistrate and make affidavit. You thus get
rid of the objection to having machine affidavits, drawn in the same sec-
tion of the country, being all drawn in the same langnage, written in
the same handwriting, and sworn to before the same notary public. 1
hope this bill will not pass.

Mr. MATSON. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. WiILLIS].

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose that I shall occupy
that much time; but I wish to eall the attention of this House very
briefly to some facts in connection with this pension business, and also
to a condition of things which ought to be removed before we pass such
a bill as this. With much, if not with all, that has been stated by
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on
my right I most heartily agree. I will go as far as any gentleman upon
this floor in securing the passage of a law that will bring to these cases
a class of reliable, intelligent, honorable claim agents and attorneys; and
Tagree with him that under the present law large fees have been obtained,
and will be in future by indirection, in the methods that have been
suggested and pointed out to the House by him.

Mr. Speaker, what does this bill propose? Does it propose to get
rid of or to do away with that class of attorneys? Its simvle proposi-
tion is to increase the fees that attorneys already engaged in this busi-
ness may be able to secure from such claimants before the Pension
Department.

I wish briefly to call attention to a state of facts that ought to be
corrected before these fees are allowed to be enlarged. Only a few
months ago a resolution of inquiry was sent from this House in
to the standing and character of the claim agents of the city of Wash-
ington. A response has been made to that resolution, and is now on
the files of this House. In thatresponse, made by the Commissioner of
Pensions, it appears that there were four or five hundred men purporting
to be claim agents who were unknown to this city, whose names and
residence can not be secured. Among those who did give replies to
the interrogatories a number were found to be rag-pickers; others were
employés in the Pension Department—men who were engaged in other
official positions, and who were unauthorized by law to attend to such
claims. In my ownecity a few days ago I made inquiry as to the names
of certain agents there, and was sent in response a list of thirty-eight
names of men, twenty of whom, although I have been living in that
district for over thirty-five years, I never knew or heard of until this
list of names was sent to me from the office by the Commissioner of
Pensions.

Now, what we want to do, and what I regard as the proper legis-
lation, and I have introduced a bill for that p , is to eliminate
from this list of agents the fictitious and assumed names that are here
standing at the bar of the Pension Department claiming to represent
these pensioners, whereas they have no residence, no occupation, no
respectable standing in the community, and even as I have shown whose
names in thousands of instances are fictitious. I hope, therefore, Mr.
Speaker, before we undertake to increase the fees of attorneys, that we
will see to it, as by the bill to which I have already referred and which
I will ask to print with my remarks, that there shall be more satisfac-
tory evidence before the Commissioner of the reputable character and
responsibility of the men engaged in this business before he will per-
mit them to practice before that office in the prosecution of such claims.

The bill referred to by Mr. WILLIS is as follows:

Be it enacted, &e., Thatall claim agents, attorneys, or other persons engaged in
the collection of claims for pay, bounty, pension, or other allowances for any
soldier, sailor, or marine, or for any commissioned officer of the mili or naval
forces, or who may have been a soldier, marine, or officer of the
unteer forces of the United Statés, shall, within sixty days after the passage of
this act, file in the Bureaun of Pensions, or in that bureau or department which
has jurisdiction of said claims, a statement in writing, duly attested by some offi-
cer of the United States, containing their full names, both ian and surname;
or, if doing business as a firm, the full name of each member thereof, the loca-
tion of their place of business, giving street and ber of both resid and
place of business; and, if a firm, giving the residence and place of business of
each member thereof, with the length of said residence; and they shall also
state their business, occupation, or profession, if any, other than the prosecution
of pension and bounty claims, 5

EC. 2. d agents and attorneys as aforesaid shall at the same time and
place file the certificate of the presiding judge of a court of record, State or Fed-
eral, that they are persons of honesty, probity, and good demeanor.

Sec. 3. That any person failing or refusing to comply with the provisions of
section 1 of this act within the time herein prescribe(i shall thereafter and dur-
ing said failure or refusal be disbarred from prosecuting pension or other claims
herein described ; and any one assuming a fictitious name, or personating an-
otherin the prosecution of said claims, or willfully mimtstimf the name, residence,
occupation, or other facts required in said section 1, shall upon conviction be
punished by fine not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment not exceeding six
months, or {o(h, at the descretion of the court, and shall forever be disbarred
from practice in any court, bureau, or department of the United States,

Mr. MATSON. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SMITH].
The SPEAKER.

pired.
Mr. MATSON. I did not think that all of the time had been occu-
pied. '

The time of the gentleman from Indiana has ex-
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The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes have been occupied in opposition.

Mr. MATSON. Then I ask unanimons consent that the gentleman
from New York be heard.

The SPEAKER. What length of time?

Mr. MATSON. For five minutes.

Mr. SMITH, of New York. One minute is all I desire.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I may not occupy more than one-half a
minute. I only want to say a word in reference to this bill. I have
not as yet read it with much care; but it has come constantly hefore me
in the councils of this House, and I must say from what I understand
in regard to it that I most sincerely protest afai.nst its passage. I do
not think it is in the interest of the soldier. 1 think it is rather to the
detriment of the soldier, while I believe that it gives the claim agenta
start of $25 instead of $10. It does not change his character; and I
do believe that under it there will be simply as much deviltry as before,
if not a little more of it. Therefore I protest against the bill.

Mr. LINDSEY. How much time remains in advocacy of the hill?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining.

Mr. LINDSEY. I yield five minutes to my friend from Vermont
[Ar. JoycE].
Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I shall say but very few words in regard

to this bill. It is a bill which was drawn by the Commissioner of Pen-
sions after he had himself carefully investigated this whole subject in
the light of the experience he has had while presiding over the Pen-
sion Burean. The bill was sent to me by the Commissioner of Pensions
forme to introduce and have referred to the committee over which I
preside. Idid so, and aftera careful examination of all of the features
of the bill by the committee, it was reported favorably. The law of
1870 was nearly in the same terms as this bill. That law provided as
this bill does that the soldier should make a contract with the agent
who prosecuted his pension claim, and right here I wish tosay aword in

to what wasstated by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. BRAGG].

Now, every lawyer, every man on this floor knows that the neighbors
of these soldiers can not spend the time, even if they have the knowl-
edge, to prepare the papers in order to obtain pensions for these appli-
cants without any compensation for the service.

These affidavits that are taken in these pension cases must be taken
by men who have legal knowledge sufficient to know how to do it, or
you never could get a pension claim throungh the Pension Office. You
go to the Pension Bureaun and look at the testimony taken in these pen-
sion cases and yon see how informal, how uncertain, how mixed-up it
is in a great many of them, because the affidavits were drawn and the
cases prepared by men who knew nothing about how to do it.

Now, the object of this bill is to protect the soldier, to protect the
pensioner, to protect the claimant. That is the ohject of the bill.

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment for
a question?
Mr. JOYCE. I have but a minute remaining.

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question about a
matter, his answer to which, if satisfactory, may probably get a great
many votes for his bill; if otherwise, it probably will not.

Mr. JOYCE. I will hear the gentleman’s question.

Mr. CALKINS, I desireto call the atiention of the gentleman from
Vermont to the fact that section 5485 of the Revised Statutes provides
the penalty and mode of prosecution for all persons who violate the
present law with reference to pensions. Now, that section in terms re-
fers to the title pertaining to pensions; and if you pass thisact now and
if is not within the saving clause provided by section 13, I want toask
the gentleman whether or not there is any penalty that these men are
subjected to for violating the provisions of this section ?

Mr. JOYCE. I will say in answer to the gentleman from Indiana, I
have no doubt my friend and colleague on the committee who moved
to suspend the rules and pass this bill will be perfectly willing to agree
to have any amendment made to the bill if there is any loop-hole in it
anywhere that will allow anybody to escape punishment for an offense
he has committed.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts.
him a question?

Mr. JOYCE. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. What I would like to know is
this: If a claim agent has in his hands 10,000 claims at the present
time—and that is not an overstatement of what many of them have—
and the limit of the fee is raised from $10 to $25, he will get on the al-
lowance of those claims an additional profit of $15 apiece. Multiply
that by 10,000 and it will be seen this bill will give that attorney
$150,000, which is a fortune for any man to get.

A MEMBER. And that on claims now pending.

Mr. JOYCE. Thatmay bean argament on the bill, but is not a ques-
tion and does not eall for any answer.

The last clause of the bill provides that—

If, in the adjudication of any claim for pension in which such articles of
ment have been or may h r be filed it shall appear that the claimant '

ereafte
prior to the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his services in
such claim and the amount so paid is not stipu therein

That is, in the contract, then it shall be taken out.

Will my friend allow me to ask

As I was going on to say when I was interrupted, this bill is virtu-
ally to bring back and restore the law of 1870, and it provides that in
all these pension ecases a contract may be made between the claimant
and the pension agent, a copy of it placed——

[Here the hammer fell. ]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LixpgeY] has
three minutes of his time remaining,.

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to suggest
that the committee agree there may be added to the end of the bill this
Pproviso:

{’rolrr‘.dcd, This act shall only apply to cluims to be hereafter filed and prose-
culed.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio.
accept that.

L‘l‘lr. LINDSEY. I propose as an amendment what I send to the

That is right; the gentleman had better

The SPEAKER. The bill is not subject to amendment.

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. It may beamended by nnanimous con-
sent.

Mr. LINDSEY. I ask unanimous consent.

Mr. BRAGG. I object.

The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. Doesthe gentleman from Maine
desire to be further heard ?

Mr. LINDSEY. No, sir; I call for a vote.

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the opinion of
the Chair two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative.

Mr. BROWNE. Let us have a division.

Mr. BRAGG. I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I to the gentleman from
Wisconsin not to occupy time by calling for the yeas and nays.

‘Mr. BROWNE. I will withdraw my call for a division.

Mr. BRAGG. And I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. .

Mr. ATHERTON. I renew it.

Mr. BROWNE. The Chair having announced that the necessary
two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative, if a division is not insisted
on I think gentlemen will not call for the yeas and nays unless they
want to consume the time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that in the opinion of the
Chair two-thirds had not voted in favor of the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill. The Chair now understands the demand fora
division is withdrawn and the demand for the yeasand nays to be with-
drawn. The Chair therefore declares the motion to be lost.

VACCINE VIRUS.

Mr. VAN AERNAM. Iaminstructed by the Select Committeeon the
Public Health to move that the rules he suspended, thatthe Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the
further consideration of the bill (8. 1004) for the distribution of pure
vaccine virus to the people, and that the samebe passed, with the amend-
ment recommended by the Committee on the Public Health.

The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended, as follows:

Be it enacted, &¢., That the National Board of Health be, and is hereby, directed
to obl.nit:.‘faure vaceine virus and to furnish it to all State and munieipal anthori-
ties, boards of health, and regularly-licensed physicians at cost price, provided
that the same shall be distributed by them gratuitously, orat not ex: ing said
cost, the same to be designated as pure by the certificate of said National rd
of Health; and for that purpose the sum of £15,000, or so much thereof as may be
necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated; and the proceeds of the sales of said virus shall be paid into
the Treasury by said Board of Health quarterly.

Mr. ELLIS. Where does this hill come from ?

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules is made by in-
struction of the Committee on Public Health.

Mr. ELLIS. I demand a second of the motion tosuspend the rules.

Mr. VAN AERNAM. The committee recommend that the bill be
passed with the amendment which has been interlined.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr, VAN AER-
NAM] moves to suspend the rules so as to take from the Calendar and
pass the Senate bill with the amendment which has been indicated.

Mr. ELLIS. Isitin order to amend the bill ?

The SPEAKER. It is in order fo move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill with an amendment or amendments; but only such asare
included in the motion to suspend. The amendment will be read.

The amendment was read as follows:

Strike out the words “ persons applying for it at cost price "’ and insert in lieu
thereof the words " state and municipal authorities, boards of health, and reg-
ularly-licensed physicians at cost price: Provided, That the same shall be dis-
tributed by them gratuitously or at not exceeding cost price.

Mr. ELLIS. I demand asecond of the motion to suspend the rules,

The SPEAKER. If there he no objection the second will be con-
sidered as ordered.

Mr. ELLIS. I ohbject to that.

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. VAN ArrNAMand Mr. ELLIS were
appointed.

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes
48, noes 54.

So (no further count being called for) the motion to suspend the rules
was not seconded.
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ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I am instructed by the Select Com-
mittee on Additional Accommodations for Co ional Library to
move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 3843) authorizing
the construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congres-
sional Library, with the amendments reported from the committee.

The bill as proposed to be amended was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, &-c., Thata fire-proof building for the accommodation of the Con-
gressional Library shall be erected on such site on any one of the Government
reservations in the city of Washington as may be selected for the pur by a
commission com; of the Secretary of the Interior, the Architect of the Cap-
itol, and the Librarian of Congress, subject to the approval of the President.

Sec, 2, That said building shall be erected in accordance with the plan of John
L. Smithmeyer, architect, adopted by the Committee to Provide Additional Ac-
commodations for the Congressional Library, in the Italian renaissance style of
architecture; but only so much of the building represented by said plan shall
be erected under this act as will be sufficient to accommodate the Library for the
present and for a reasonable time to come. It shall be erected under the super-
vision of the Secretary of the Interior, the Architect of the Capitol, and the Li-
brarian of Congress, who shall decide how much, and what sections of the build-
ing represented by the above plan, shall be erected under this act. And said
commission are authorized and directed to procure the n s rision
and labor, and to make contraets for the construction thereof. And the sum of
£500,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to commence the construction of said building ; and the moneys
shall be disbursed by the Secretary of the Inte-

appropriated for said buildin
by the commission. The entire cost of the build-

rior, upon vouchers approvs
ing to be constructed under this act shall not exceed §1,500,000.
EC, 8. That the site selected shall be of sufficient capacity for future additions

for the further accommodation of the Lib: ; it shall be set out by proper
metes and bounds, and a description thereof shall be made and filed in Ele %fi—
b of Congress, signed by the members of the commission and approved by
tl::?resident, and after said filing said site and lands shall be forever set apart
and appropriated to the uses of the Library.

SEC. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall
at the t of each ion, a detail
under the provisions of this act.

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the
rules.

The SPEAKER.
ered as ordered.

Mr. BLOUNT. I object.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, and Mr. Hoz-
MAN were appointed.

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes
105, noes 39.

So (no further count being called for) the motion tosuspend the rules
was seconded.

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. RICE] to control the fifteen minutes’ time in favor of
the motion submitted by him.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The committee recommend as a sub-
stitute for the original bill an amendment consisting of four sections.
The first section provides for the erection of a library building on any
ene of the Government reservations in the city of Washington, the site
to be selected by a commission composed of the Secretary of the In-
terior, the Architect of the Capitol, and the Librarian of Congress,
subject to the approval of the President.

By the provisions of that section the committee avoid all the criti-
cisms and objections made during the previous debates on the original
bill to any site to be bought of any one and to any expenditure of Gov-
ernment money for the purchase of a site, and have left the selection of
a sititable site to a commission composed of the officers named in the
bill.

The second section provides that the building shall be erected in sec-
tions in accordance with the plan and drawing which is now in front
of the Reporters’ desk, and which is in accordance with the plan orig-
inally presented by the committee. If gentlemen will examine that
original plan and then the plan at the left, they will see that the cen-
tral portion of the building can now be erected in the manner there
indiecated.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the plan and specification con-
template that the cost of the entire building when completed shall not
exceed a million and a half of dollars?

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The entire cost of the building to be
erected under this bill is not to exceed one and a half million dollars.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I know the bill limits it to that
amount; but I want to know if the specification andplan of the Archi-
tect limit it to that.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I havethe opinion of the Architect of
the Capitol that it can be built for one and a half milliéns of dollars.
The building proposed to be now constructed will comprise the central
reading-room, asshown upon the plan, with corridors radiating there-
from to the outside brick walls, which outside brick walls may here-
after be used for partition-walls and openings cut through them to any
additions it may be necessary to make in future years.

It is the opinion of the Librarian of Congress that the building now
contemplated will be sufficient for the use of the library for fifteen or
twenty years to come. It will not afford the large accommodations for
museum and art which were contemplated by the original

annually report to Congress,
1 statement of all prooeedj.ngs’s

If there is no objection the second will be consid-

urposes
plan of the building, but it will afford ample accommodations for the
Library of Congress for fifteen orstwenty years to come.

If the commissioners see fit to ereit the building in this way there
willstill remain opportunity in future years to add the sides of the build-
ing as shown ia the plan, so that ultimately the entire building asrep-
resented in the plan may be erected when the needs of the country shall
demand it and when Congress shall deem proper to authorize it. But
for the present the construction of only the central section of the build-
in% as shown in the plan is contemplated, and the expense of the whole
is limited to a million and a half of dollars, which the Architect of the
Capitol has certified to me he deems sufficient to erect the building.
So that the purpose of the present bill is, and it is so stated and limited
in the bill, to erect on a Government reservation a building sufficient to
accommodate the library for the present, which can be built, and which
the bill requires shall be built, for a million and a half of dollars. In
this way the committee has conformed to tpe instructions of the House.

In this way we propose to provide the much-needed accommodations
for the Library, so that collections of books donated to the Government
may not be deposited in subterranean vaults where they can not be seen,
but may have some convenient place of deposit where they can be used
by the publie, for whose benefit they are designed.

do not wish to discuss the bill further. I have stated what it pro-
poses. I hope the House will vote for it. I reserve the remainder of

my time.

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. BLouNT].

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the House will bear in mind that when

this subject was under consideration here several weeks ago the bill
reported by the committee was amended by adding aprovision limiting
the expenditure to $2,000,000 for the whole building; and the House
then recommitted the bill with the instruction that the committee hav-
ing the subject in charge should report a measure providing for the lo-
cation of the structure on some portion of the public grounds. The
clear idea of the House at that time (for it had by vote limited the ex-
penditure to $2,000,000) was that the committee should report a bill .
containing this limitation, as well as a provision for locating the build-
ing on the public grounds. The proposition now before us does direct
the erection of the building upon grounds owned by the Government,
but at the same time provides, according to the statement of the gen-
tlemen in charge of this matter, for a building which it is estimated will
cost $4,000,000.

I need hardly state what is known to every gentleman on this floor,
that the estimates of the cost of buildings erected by the Government
have not generally been verified nupon the completion of the buildings;
but on the contrary the actual cost has gone sometimes 25 per cent., 50
per cent., or 100 per cent. beyond the estimates. We have generally
been deceived by estimates of this kind. Therefore let us not assume
that this estimate of $4,000,000 is to be conclusive as to the cost of this

building.
Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Will my friend allow me——
Mr. BLOUNT. I have but five minutes.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts.
a million and a half of dollars.

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman wishes to answer me, let him doso
in his own time.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts.
the gentleman

Mr. BLOUNT. If you will take the floor and do it in your own time,
I have no objection. ;

Mr. Speaker, the proposition here is to eommence the construction
of the building with an appropriation of $500,000, with authority to
contract now for the expenditure of a sum not exceeding a million and
a half for a part of the building.

But, sir, even if the completed building were not to cost under this
bill in its present shape more than one million and a half of dollars,
we know with what zeal this matter has been pressed, and if the bill
should.pass the House in its present shape we have no assurance that it
will not come back here with provisions increasing the present expendi-
ture. The disagreement of the two Houses may go to a committee of
conference, and we shall perhaps be called upon to vote upon the con-
ference report with not five minutes’ discussion.

‘We are reaching the closing hours of this session. I do not see any
emergency which will not permit this measure to go over until we may
have opportunity to consider it fairly and fully—not in the method by
which my friend from Massachusetts proposes that it shall be passed
now. I do not believe there is any present pressure upon the Library
demanding that we shall in this hasty way involve the Government in
an expenditure which may be $4,000,000 or possibly $8,000,000. There
is no subject upon which Congress has been more frequently deceived
than in undertaking to anticipate the cost of public buildings all over
the country. I trust that the House will refuse to suspend the rules
in order to pass this bill.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am unwilling to delegate to any
three gentlemen the power beyond the discretion of Congress to select
a site for this proposed building. I believe thatthebuilding when com-
pleted will not cost less than four or fivemillion dollars. Itsadvocates
admit that the expenditure may be $4,000,000. The instruction of
the House to the committee, as has been stated by the gentleman from

The estimate for this bnilding is only

I only wanted to correct a mistake of
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Georgin [Mr. BLouxT], was that the expenditure for this building
should be limited to $2,000,000, an instruction which has been utterly
disregarded by the committec.

But, sir, in addition to that, I do not consider this the right way to
pass such a bill, without the opportunity for full discussion and with
every chance absolutely cut off for proposing any amendment which
may be suggested during the brief discussion of the question.

In my judgment it will be time enough when the new Congress con-
venes next December for us to mature a plan for a library building, if
a new building be required. This bill makes an immediate expendi-
ture of half a million dollars and involves us in a contract which may
require a further appropriation by the coming Congress to the extent
of three and a half or four and a half million dollars. I think such a
step should not be taken in this manner at the heel of the session with-
out opportunity for that deliberation which the question onght to receive.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to callattention to the fact that
if this bill should pass the chances are at least equal that an appropria-
tion of $1,000,000 for this purpose will come in the deficiency bill for

‘the next fiscal year. Although the immediate expenditure madeby the
bill is only half a million dollars, it will be entirely within the power
of the gentlemen who are to provide for the construction of the build-
ing to commit the Government to contracts to the amount of one mill-
ion and a half of dollars, involving & million of dollars in the way of a
deficiency for the next fiscal year.

Now, Mr, Speaker, there are two ohjections which I think should
especially arrest the attention of the House. This Library is designed,
in part at least, and I may say mainly, for Congress.

This library was designed in its inception, Mr. Speaker, as a means
to furnish necessary information to members of Congress. Now, by this
bill, not only the extraordinary power mentioned by my friend from
l‘ennsylmnm [Mr. RANDALL] is gmnted the power to fix the site of
the bunilding is not only confided to the three gentlemen who are
named, but also the extent to which they shall proceed in the con-
struction of the building. As to the location of the building or the
extent they shall goin its construction, there isno limitation on the power
of the gentlemen named in the bill, the Architect of the Capitol, the
Secretary of the Interior, and the Librarian of Congress, except, as to
the site of the building, it is to be subject to the approval of the Pres-
ident. Now, is this Congress willing to leave it to these three gentle-
men to determine where the building shall be located, and especially
when it is not contemplated by the measure it shall 'be finished for
the use of members of Congress in accordance with the original purpose
for which this Library of Congress was designed, namely, to afford infor-
mation to members of Congress in the course of their legislative duties?

For one, Mr. Speaker, I am not willing to confer any such power on
these gentlemen. Nor am I willing by my vote to allow a deception,
not intentional but nevertheless inevitah]y involved in this bill, a de-
ception to be practiced in the passage of this measure, for this building,
as gentlemen must know, on the Smithmeyer plan, must at the lowest
rate cost $4,000,000. Yet there is a limit provided here of one million
and a half of dollars. My friend from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES], a member
of the Committee on the Library, has re; to this House this plan
at the lowest rate will cost $4,000,000. The other plan, by the same
architect, involved an expenditure of $8,000,000.

But concede that the $4,000,000 plan beadopted. You have declaredin
this House deliberately by your votes that a building costing $2,000,000
is sufficient. Your committee pays no attention to that action of the
" House, and now reports a bill propesing to build upon a plan costing
$4,000,000, and limits the cost of the portion of the building to be con-

,stmct.etl to one million and a half, appropriating half a million for the
coming fiscal year.

The Senate, of course, will strike out that limitation, and you, gen-
tlemen, will vote for or against this amendment with that understand-
ing, that the Senate will strike out the limitation of one million and
a half and insert the limitation of the last bill which you referred
hack to the Committee on the Library, of $4,000,000. It will then
come back to you through the report of a conference committee in the
last moments of the session. You can not then expect a proper consid-
eration of the measure. If it shall become the law, it will ultimately
do so through the action of three conferees of the House and three con-
ferees of the Senate, without any opportunity on the part of the Senate
or the House to give the measure that careful and fair consideration
which it deserves. I am therefore, gentlemen, on that ground, opposed
to this measure.

But there is another fact I desire especially to call to the attention of
this House. If not in this, it has been stated in the other branch of
Congress, that the American Library Association favored this plan. I
regret I have not the proceedings of that association, one of the most
respectable in the United States, before me at this time so I might refer
to them. But instead of favoring this plan, the American Library
Association has condemned it in three successive annual conventions.
They have condemned the Smithmeyer plan as not adapted to such a
library as this Government requires. I received aletter from a member
of that association, although not able to produce it before the House at
this moment, from a librarian of Chicago, calling attention to the fact
that that association has twice, if not three times, at its annual con-

ventions condemned this plan as wholly inapp].imblc to what Congress
recommended, as wholly inappropriate, and opposing it in every one of
its details, stating furthermore that a building costing $2,000,000 would
answer all pu I know of no more respectable body in the country
to furnish information to Congress than that American Library Associ-

ation, composed asit is of gentlemen connected with great public libra-
ries in the country. For these reasons I hope the House will refuse to

the pending bill.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I yield two minutes to the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. HUMPHREY].

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to answer one objection
stated by the gentleman from Georgia Mr, BLouNT]. Hesaid wewill
have a building that will cost $4,000,000 in the end, although this bill
provides it shall not cost more than $2,000,000; yet that it will be so
constructed it can beadded to hereafter. I desire toask the gentleman
from Georgia whether prudence would not dictate that in construeting
this building it should be put up in such way if it should become nec-
essary to enlarge it hereafter we can do it? Would he have it so con-
structed that that enlargement would have to be done at very great
expense ?

AMr. BLOUNT. My friend misunderstood me. I did notsay it weuld
cost more than $2,000,000, but what I did say was that I understood
the estimate calls for $4 000 000.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The estimate is not for $4,000,000.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Itisnot $4,000,000, butasI hmealrmdy stated
the estimate for completing it is $2,000, 000.

Mr. BLOUNT. Onemillionand a half is the estimate for putting upa
portion of the building.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I beg your pardon, $2,000,000 is the estimate
for completing the building. The plan which we have before us shows
the center of the building. This is a new plan, and the whole cost is

not to exceed $2,000,000.

But I wish to call the attention of the House to another point which
should be taken into consideration in connection with this matter.
You are now erecting in Judiciary Square a building for the use of the
Pension Department which I believe you know nothing whatever
about., Thereis not a member here perhaps that knows how it came to
find alocation on thatspot; you do not know its plan; you do not know
what it is to cost perhaps. Here you have an opportunity to jud
for yourselves. A plan is presented for your inspection; the cost is
given to you absolutely in dollars and cents; you know that it will cost
a million and a half of dollars. There is hardly a member here who,
if he had known that this pension building was to be erected here on
Judiciary Square, would not probably have voted against it. But we
say in the present instance that this is to be completed in every partic-
ular; the location of it is prescribed; and if in the future it shall become

ecemary it is so arranged that you can add to it so as to accommodate
the interests of the Government in future years. In the mean time
the building is to be entirely completed as far as the needs of a library
are concerned for the purposes of this Government for the next fifteen
or twenty years.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that under such circumstances we
have followed the direction of the House and our instructions to the
most complete and minute extent. The gentleman from Georgia says
that we have not; but I appeal to this House to say if we have not fol-
lowed it to the letter.

Mr. RANDALL. The instructions have been disobeyed as to the
amount.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I beg pardon;in what particular?

Mr, RANDALL. Four millions of dollars has been reported——

Mr.HUMPHREY. Thisprovidesfor oneand ahalf millionsof dollars,

Mr.dRANDALL. But you make no allowance for the cost of the

.

Mr. HUMPHREY. There is nothing whatever behind this bill.
This building is to cost one and one-half millions of dollars, and no
more. If you desire hereafter to add to it you can do so.

Mr. RANDALL. Let me ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANDALL. Is it not true that the original bill which was re-
committed to the committee provided for the purchase of the land?
Now, in this bill, although you get the land for nothing, you make no
deduction for that expense from the bill which you report here, but you
bring in a bill for the erection of a building to cost one million and a
half of dollars without reference to the cost of the land.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Inanswer tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania,
I can only say this, that in reporting this bill the committee have ex-
ecuted exactly the instructions given to them by the House. We were
directed to present a bill providing for the erection of a building for the
purpose contemplated on some of the public grounds within the limits
of this city, and in cost not to exceed § 2,000,000, We have brought in
a bill providing that this building shall not exceed one and a-half mil-
lions of dollars, and that it shall be erected on land belonging to the
Government.

The building exhibited in this diagram, this large stone building, is
not the building that this committee now proposes. Here, on the left
of that building, will be seen a plan of the building which we do pro-
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pose. The large building is substantially what we recommend, but
without the wings; and from this plan it will be seen that the large
cirenlar reading-room, lighted from above, is recommended according
to the planof the original bill. Now, in future, if it shall be necessary
to enlarge this building, it can be done so as to make it conform ex-
actly to this plan shown here on the right; but for the present we do not
erect the wings. In reference to the public buildings which are going
up all over this country millions of dollars have been spent and there
never was a plan submitted to Congress. They are going up at this
time all over the country and you know nothing of their construction.
In this case we give you all of the details necessary. You can see fully
yourself the plan; we give you all the data on which the planis based,
and in dollars and cents the exact cost of the building. There can be
no doubt of the cost of this.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I now yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND].

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have listened care-
fully to all that has heen said’on both sidesof this question, for the reason
that when this proposition was originally before the House for the erec-
tion of a public library building I think I was about the first member on
this side of the House to oppose it. The ground of my objection at that
time was that as the bill was then framed it provided for the purchase
of a site from private parties at a cost of over $1,000,000. Another ob-
jection was that no reasonable limitation had been placed upon the
cost of the building.

Both of these objections, however, have been met and yielded to by
the committee, and therefore these objections have been removed. I
stood by the side of the gentleman from Indiana and other members of
this side of the House in opposition to the original bill, beeause we feared
that there might be a job behind it. If Iconldseeanythingof the kind
here I would still antagonize this bill. But in my judgment there is
no semblance of it. All grounds for such apprehension have been elim-
inated from the present bill, and we have an entirely different proposi-
tion. The Library is to be erected on a public reservation, and of course
the site will cost the Government nothing.

Now, what is the exact condition of affairs? No intelligent man can
go into the Congressional Library and truthfully say that there is not
an absolute necessity for more room and some provision to accommodate
the vast accunmulation of books already there and which are coming in.
Now, if there is to be an accommodation made, as we must admit is
absolutely essential, the question is, how shall that be done? All of
the plans so far suggested which contemplated additions to the Capitol
for this pu have been found to be impracticable, and therefore we
have been forced to the conclusion that a site outside of the Capitol
must be selected. I insisted that thissite should be selected uponsome
public reservation, and after two struggles in the House the committee
gracefully yielded and are now content to so locate this building.

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, to my Democratic friends, that having
secured this advantage we should not surrender the security which this
bill offers to us for the future. I fear that in the event of our failure
to adopt what would seem to be a reasonable proposition now, when
this matter comes up again, as it must necessarily come to the consid-
eration of Congress, it will come in the old form of a scheme for the
purchase of a site at large cost.

Now, when we are securing about all that we asked for in the past,
I certainly do not believe it to be sound policy to make further oppo-
sition to it.

One further remark about the cost. My friend from Indiana [Mr.
HoryAN] when this bill was last time under consideration seemed
willing a building might be erected if it did not cost over two millions
of dollars. Now these gentlemen come with a proposition to put up a
building for half a million less than the gentleman from Indiana was
then willing to assent to.

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have not time.

Mr. HOLMAN. I merely wish to ask, do you not know this isa
four-million-dollar building ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I understood the chairman of the
committee to state to the House that the Librarian, Mr. Spofford, and
the Architect of the Capitol had declared the building contemplated by
the bill will not cost exceeding a million and a half. It may be said
that at some time in the future, twenty or forty or a hundred years
hence, it may be found necessary to put an addition to that building,
which may cost $4,000,000. But will you attempt to prevent posterity
from enlarging the building to accommodate the wants of the library
in the future? No, sir; this bill here provides, as the gentleman [Mr.
RicE, of Massachusetts] has already stated, for a building which, in
the opinion of the Librarian, will meet the wants of the library for
twenty years to come.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts., I yield two minuntes to the gentleman
from Maine [Mr. REED].

Mr. REED. I do not propose upon this subject to repeat anything
which I said the other day. I had hoped that the Congress of the
United States might consent to erect a building which should be worthy

of the nation whose library it inclosed. But I have given up that idea,
and have come down to the simple question of a meager housing for
the books which we now have and those which we are likely to have
for the next twenty years. And I do implore this House to at least do
this for the treasures of learning which have been purchased by the
United States,

I want to relieve gentlemen on the other side from some of their fears.
I want to say, in the first place, that the United States buildings have
not as a rule exceeded a reasonable cost, and that we may safely trust
the United States with building a building. Second, I want to say
that the Democratic party need not fear to be saddled with the expense
of this building. I say to them that we are ready to have it charged
on us. I put it npon record that a Republican House is responsible for
the initiation of this expenditure. And I wish I could have the con-
solatory hope that a Republican Congress would also be responsible for
continuing it as well.

I sincerely hope we may pass this bill.

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I believe I have two minutes still re- |
maining.

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired.

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 95, not vot-

| suspended.

ing 33; as follows:

NOT VOTING—SS.

YEAS—138.
Aiken, Dunnell, Lynch, Seranton,
Aldrich, Dwight, Mackey, Shallenberger,
Anderson, Errett, Marsh, Sherwin,
Barr, Evins, MeClure, Shultz,
Bayue Farwell, Chas. B. McCook, Skinner,
Beach, Farwell, Sewell 8. McKinley Smalls,

Belford Fisher, McLane, Robt. M. Smith, A, Herr
Bingham, Tord, McLean, Jas. H.  Smith, Dietrich C.
ishee, Garrison, Miles, Smith, J. Hyatt

Bliss, Geddes, Moore, Speer,
Bowman, George, Morey, Spooner,
Brewer, Gibson, Morse, Steele,
DBriggs, Guenther, Neal, Stone,
Browne, Hall, Norcross Strait,
Brumm, Hammond, John  {'Neill Taylor, Joseph D.
Buck, Hardenbergh, e, Thomas,
Buckuer, Harmer, Parker, Townsend, Amos
Burrows, Julius C. Harris, Benj. W. Payson, Townshend, R.W.,
Burrows, Jos. II. Haskell, Peelle, Tucker,
Butterworth, Hazelton, Peirce, Tyler,
Calkins, Heilman, Pettibone, Updegrafl,
Campbell, Henderson, Phelps, Valentine,
Candler, Hepburn, Pound, Van Aernam,
Cannon, Hill, Ranney, Van Horn
Carpenter, Hiscock, Ray, Van Voorl’xi.ﬂ,
Chnleuu, Hitt, Reed, Wadsworth,
Cook, Hooker, Rice, John B. Walker,
Cox, Samuel S, Horr, Rice, Theron M. Ward
Cra po, Houk, Rice, Wm. W. Washburn,
Cullen, Hubbell, Richardson, D, P, Watson,
Cutts, Hubbs, Richardson, J. 8. Webber,
Davidson, Humphrey, Ritchie, West,
Davis, George R.  Jacobs, Robeson, White,
Davyis, Lowndes II. Joyce, Robinson, Geo. D, Whitthorne,
Dawes, Kasson, Robinson, Jas. 8,  Williams, Chas, G.
Deering, Kelley, Robinson, Wm. E. Willits,
De Motte, Ketcham, Rosecrans, Wilson,
Dezendorf, Lacey, Russell, Young.
Dingley, Lindsey, Ryan,
Doxey, Lord, Secoville,

NAYS—05,
Armfield, Cox, William R. Jones, Geo. W. Prescott,
Atherton, Cravens, Jones, James K.  Randall,
Atkins, Culberson, Kenna, n,
Barbour, rtin, King, Reese,
Belmont, Deunster, Klotz, Robertson,
Beltzhoover, Dibrell, Ladd, Seales,

n?:* Dowd, Latham, Shelley,
Blackburn Dunn, lLeedom, Simonton,
Blanchard, ALrmentrout, Le Fevre, Singleton, Jas. W.
Bland, Flower, Lewis, Singleton, Otho R.
Blount, Forney, Matson, Sparks,

Bragg, Fulkerson, MeCoid, Springer,
Buchanan, Godshalk, McKenzie, klager,

(s , Hammond, N.J, McMillan, Talbott,
Caldwell, Hardy, Miller, Turner, Henry G.
Carlisle, Haseltine, Mills, Turner, Oscar
Cassidy, Hatch, Money, Upson,

Clardy, Herbert, Morrison, Vance,

Clark, Hewitt, G. W, M Ve, Wellborn,
Clements, Hoblitzell, Moulton, Wheeler,

Cobb, Hoge, Muldrow, Williams, Thomas
Colerick, Holman, Mutchler, Willis,

Converse, House, Oates, Wise, George D.
Covington, Hutchins, Phister,

Black, Grout, Martin, Thompson, P. B.
Camp, CGhunter, Muason, Thompson, Wm. G.
Caswell, Harris, Henry 5,  Murch, Urner,

Chace, Herndon, Nolan, Wait,

Cornell, Hewitt, Abram 8. Pacheco, Warner

Crowley, Jadwin, Paul, Wise Dforgatl RB.
Darrall, Jones, Phineas Rich, “"ooci. Benjamin
Dugrao, Jorgensen, Hoss, Wood, Walter A.
Ellis, Knott, Spaulding,

Frost, Manning, -Taylor, Ezra B.

So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the rules were nob
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The following pairs were announced:

Mr. Masox with Mr. HEWITT of New York.

Mr. TroMpsoX, of Iowa, with Mr. Duago.

Mr. E. B. TAYLOR with Mr. THoMPsON of Kentucky.

Mr. CorNELL with Mr. BENJAMIN WoOD.

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, with Mr. HERNDON.

Mr. JADWIN with Mr, KNOTT.

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky.
paired.

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated.

CARLILE P. PATTERSON.

Mr, KASSON, I am instructed by the select committee in rela-
tion to the late Carlile P. Patterson to move to suspend the rules, take
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 2001, and pass the same.

The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (8. 2001) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson.

Be it enacted, &¢., That all unpaid national, municipal, and county taxes, gen-
eral and special, and all interests, costs, and penalties th ,Jevied or ed
to and including June 30, 1882, upon the property (in the District of Columbia)
now held (or claim_edi)b§ Walter 8. Cox and others in trust for Eliza’W. Patter-
son, widow of Carlile P, Patterson, late Superintendent of the United States Coast
and Geodetic Survey, be, and the same are hereby, remitted and canceled : Pro-
vided, That any outstanding certificates of sale fortaxes in the name of Carlile P,
Patterson, late one of the trustees of said Eliza W, Patterson, shall be surren-
dered and canceled : And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be
construed to require the rict of Columbia or the United States to repay any
sums heretofore paid for the purchase of said property at tax sale: And provided
Jurther, That the acceptance of the proyisions of this section by said trustee and
beneficiaries shall be a full release and satisfaction of all claims of every kind
on their part for da of any kind against the United States, the District of
Columbia, or the city of Washington claimed to have been done to said prop-
erty.

Mr. KASSON. This being the unanimons report of the committees
of the House and of the Senate, I desire for my part to take up no time
in discussing the bill.

Mr. COBB. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the rules.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would inguire of the Chair from
what committee this comes?

The SPEAKER. From the select committee appointed the first
session of this Congress.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Appointed for what purpose?

The SPEAKER. For the purpose of considering the subject-matter
of this bill.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. Is the committee upon the list of
committees?

The SPEAKER. It is, and has been since it was authorized.

Mr. KASSON. This bill is reported unanimonsly from the Senate
and House committees.

Mr. COBB. I demand a second of the motion to suspend the rules.

Mr. KASSON. I hope the second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the second will be con-
sidered as ordered.

There was no objection, and the motion to suspend the rules was
accordingly seconded.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoBn] de-
sire to be heard in opposition to the motion to suspend the rules and
pass the bill which has been read?

Mr. COBB. I should like to hear some gentleman who is a member
of this committee explain the bill. The features of the bill to my
mind are wrong.

Mr. KASSON. Ithink it requires but a brief explanation, as the
report was unanimous and was printed at the last session and has been
before the House for a long time.

In a word, this bill comes from the action of the House in appointing
a select committee to consider the situation of the family of the late
Carlile P. Patterson, his claims for special services and the proper action
of the House after his death in recognition of his distinguished serv-
10€8.

The committee heard various gentlemen and came to the unanimous
conclusion that this bill should at once be That report was
made to the two bodies, together with a recital of the reasons for it.

The reason for this mode of relief is simply this: In a time of great
extravagance of expenditures herein Washington, at a period well known
to members of this House, the city authorities extended their so-called
city improvements through farm property outside of the city, incurring
enormous expenditures, which resulted in injury instead of benefit to
the property. The charges for such improvements were so great that the
owners of this farm property conld not meet the assessments made upon
them, and pro to institute proceedings for the eancellation of the
unjust action of the authorities. The authorities begged that thisaction
should not be had, and promised that they would do justice, but they
have never redeemed that promise.

Captain Patterson,always absolutely devoted to his scientific pursuits,
was unable to raise the money at that time to meet these taxes, even had
they been justly assessed. The matter went on with penalties and in-
terest accumulating, until to-day they amount to a sum about equal to
the entire value of the property.

Captain Patterson died leaving for the support of his family means not
equal to $500. He died like a soldier, at his post, because he died of

I withdraw my vote. I am

overwork in his profession, to which he had been devoted forover twenty
years, in theservice of the Government. He left his family unprovided
for. Without this homestead they will have absolutely no means of sup-
port ; they are now in positive distress.

I desire to bring no case of private suffering before the House, further
than to say that the committeee aresatisfied that without this relief the
family of this eminent and distinguished public servant, who standsin
the same rank with Professor Henry, will be left subject to poverty and
absolute destitution. I will now yield to the gentleman from New
Jersey.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Before the gentleman yields permit
me to ask him how much the accumulation of taxes and special assess-
ments now amount to?

Mr, KASSON. Not less than §30,000, and to require the payment
of it by the family of Captain Patterson will be absolute ruin to them
as well as injustice.

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman if it is proposed to re-
mit the taxes and not hold the property for any of the taxes?

Mr. KASSON. So far as this property is concerned it is proposed to
remit all the taxes which have acerued since the assessment; the ac-
cumulation of this enormous sum of which it is absolutely impossible

for the family to pay.
Mr, CANNON. Allow me a moment.

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. .

Mr. CANNON. I would ask the gentleman if he does not think it
would be better to do one of two things; either to give a pension or to
make an outright payment from the Treasury of the United States to
the widow of Mr. Patterson of $30,000; or, if we pass this bill, to step
up and in the same bill make an appropriation of $30,000 to pay these
taxes, one half for the District and the other half for the Government
of the United States?

Mr. KASSON. I understand that the committee have thought this
bill rested upon grounds of justice and law. We were satisfied that
these taxes were unlawfully imposed. There were counter-claims to
the amount of thousands of dollars for damages to the estate as an offset
to u:hesc assessments, and they have concluded to offset one with the
other.

I do not desire to take up all the time. I wishonly to add that never
was an officer in the Army or the Navy more meritorious than Captain
Patterson; never one who more thoronghly sacrificed his life for his
country than the officer to which this bill relates.

Mr. COBB. Did he not receive a good salary for his services ?

Mr. KASSON. Only for the last few years of his life, after the resig-
nation of Professor Pierce. I now yield to the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. ROBESON].

Mr. ROBESON. In connection with this bill I desire to express my
feeling of personal interest and public duty. I think this bill onght to
pass without a question. @arlile P. Patterson was an officer of the Navy
of the old time, but resigned many years ago. Subsequently he was
attached in the city of Washington to the Coast Survey, as an officer of
which he was employed as a public servant without additional pay in
almost every proceeding undertaken by the Government which de-
manded the acquirements of an organizing mind united with full scien-
tific attainments. He was called upon by the chief of the
Department to organize the revenue-marineservice. Hedidit; and what-
everthere isof valuein that corps to-dayisduetohim. Hewasamember
of the Light-House Board. The Secretary of the Treasury called upon
him to draft rules and regulations for the organization of the Life-Saving
Service. Hedid that. In conjunction with Professor Henry, Mr. Pat-
terson, as a member of the Light-House Board, discharged the same class
of service for which that eminent scientist was largely rewarded at the
hands of a grateful country.

His wife inherited a large farm on the outskirts of this city. Onhis
pay, Mr. Patterson was able to live so long as the Government left him
undisturbed. But some ten or twelve years ago the authorities of the
city of Washington undertook to improve this city on a large scale. For
the purpose of establishing proper levels for the streets thronghout the
city and for the purpose of its general improvement, they extended
their jurisdiction into the rural sections surrounding the city, and en-
tering upon the property of Mrs. Patterson they ran streets and cut
avenues through it, and left her farm, which had formerly been used
for grazing purposes, with ravines or cafions fifty feet deep cut throngh
the body of it, so that it is now utterly useless to her.

Her husband, an active, energetic, persistent servant of his conntry,
paunsed long enough in that career of usefulness in which he sacrificed
his life to appeal to the old board of public works. Through their
representatives at that time they said to him, *‘ Yes, you ought to have
damages; but do not bring a suit”’ (he was ready to bring suit); ‘‘ we
will see that you receive dam ! That board of public works was
dissolved. The official existence of itsmembers has ceased. They neg-
lected to do anything for Mr. Patterson; and they left this ruined
property on the hands of his family without giving him any damages,
at the same time assessing against it an immense sum of money. To-
day that property which before these proceedings was unencnmbered
will not bring one-half of the amount assessed against it for improve-
ments.
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Mr. MORSE. ould that property bring to-day the amount of the
claim of the Government for taxes alone?

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, has not the time in op-
position to the bill been already consumed?

Mr. ROBESON. I have done.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Copg] took the floor in opposition and had fifteen minutes. He ad-
dressed an inquiry to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAssox] for in-
formation.

Mr. KASSON. I answered the question of the gentleman who was
on the floor.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. The gentleman from Indiana took the
floor in opposition to the bill and addressed an inquiry to the gentle-
man from Iowa. Now, I protest that the committee should have its
fifteen minutes in support of the bill. I do not care when we have it.

Mr. COBB. I was not aware that the gentleman from Iowa was

ing in my time.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. He was not.

Mr. COBB. I did not so understand.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoBB] is recog-

nized.

Mr. COBB. - Mr. Speaker, I sympathize very much with any one who
is s0 unfortunate as to allow a large amount of taxes to accumulate
against his or her property. But tages are somewhat public in their
nature, and the man or woman who fails to pay his or her taxes throwsan
additional burden upon the rest of the community. So far as the prop-
erty now in question is concerned it is proposed to relieve it from its
burdens on account of the services of a gentleman now deceased, whose
widow, I believe, holds the property. These taxes amount to over
$47,000—not one-fourth of which is forspecial improvements—the larger
part being taxes regularly levied for municipal purposes. The pay-
ment of these taxes has been neglected or refused, and now the party
comes in and says ‘‘these burdens are too great.”” The gentleman
from Towa [Mr. KAssoN] says that the property is not of sufficient
value to warrant the payment of these taxes, althongh they have been
paid by others. Certificates have been issued which are now in the
hands of innocent parties, yet this bill proposes to remit the payment
of these taxes, leaving these certificates in the hands of innocent hold-
ers, who must either lose the amount they have advanced, or must
hereafter come and demand payment from the Government, which,
certainly, if we pass this bill, we ought not to refuse.

The bill would be much more meritorious did it provide for paying
this money to Mrs. Patterson directly out of the public Treasury. There
can be no question as to the truth of my statement that for the larger
portion of these taxes assessed against this property certificates have
been issuned and are to-day in the hands of innocent purchasers, men
who paid their money for them.

Mr. ROBESON. Thebill provides that neither the District of Colum-
bia nor the Government of the United States shall incur any liability
for anything.

Mr. COBB. Exactly. Therefore you provide that the men hold-
ing these certificates, who virtually have paid these taxes, shall not be
repaid. I submit we have no right to do it.

Mr. KASSON. They have not been paid owing to a legal dispute.

Mr. COBB. These certificates are now outstanding for the large
portion of this tax, and are now in the hands of innocent purchasers.
It becomes the duty of the District government to issue certificates
when there is delinguency in the payment of taxes, and those who ac-
quire them hold them as a lien upon the property until they are paid.
Now, I understand these liens are outstanding in the hands of bona fide
purchasers, and those purchasers ought to be entitled fo their money.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. 'Will he yield to me?

Mr. COBB. Yes, if T have time.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Why, you have had all the time.

Mr. COBB. I have had but little time, and that belonged to me.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. You havehad all the timein favor of
the bill as well as the time against it.

Mr. COBB. How much time have I left?

The SPEAKER. About three minutes.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Without any dmiﬁu on his part the
friends of the bill have been deprived of their right to speak fifteen
minutes.

Mr. COBB. That is not my faulf.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Whether your fanlt or not, such is the
fact. With the permission of the gentleman from Indiana I wish to
state he is in error in his statement to the House that these certificates
are now in the hands of innocent parties. And with his permission I
ask to make an explanation.

Mr. COBB. Not to come out of my time.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. There are two classes of certificates.
The class referred to, which could be in the hands of innocent parties,
have all been paid up by the family, and the hill expressly excludes
them from any release; with the exception of $160 only. The com-
mittee had all these facts fully before them when it reported this bill

unanimously to the House, and thereisbut one certificate, and thatisfor J

$160, which is in the possession of a bank in the city of New York.
All the other certificates were taken up by the trusteesof this estate, and
there is no innocent party at all holding any of them.

There is another class of certificates, and I suppose that is the class
to which the gentleman from Indiana refers, and those are the certifi-
cates which are in the hands of the Treasurer of the United States. And
it is the only objection to this bill. It is that there are certificates sub-
sequent to the year 1874 which are in the , held by the Treas-
ury of the United States. Some have taken that objection to this claim
?hai ]Songmm ought to appropriate a sum of money to make that good

or the A

mﬁg_BB' I should like to put a question to the gentleman from

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I will answer it.

Mr. COBB. How much of these assessment certificates has the family
purchased ?

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. All prior to 1874.

Mr. COBB. I do not know how much that is.

Mr, SPARKS. Why did they not pay their taxes?

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. T suppose the gentleman from Indiana
does not require an answer to that question. g

Mr. COBB. Allow me to propound another question to the gentle-
man from Maryland?

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr. COBB. How much other property isin the same condition in
tin's:l g;ty; how many millions are outstanding to-day that ought to be
paid ?

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. That inquiry involves an objection to
the bill which I readily admit. There are many other certificates, and
the northeastern and northwestern sections were almost ruined by these
ﬁme&m; but be(:m];s: it 1migh’n be reasonable to relieve them all and

use they can no released is no good reason why this pro
should not be released. ’ e

Mr. COBB. I can not yield the floor any further. I have here be-
fore me a communication of Mr. Robert Dodge, the assessor of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, in which hestates to the commissioners of the District
thereal-estate taxes assessed against this property, and which do notin-
volve the special assessment to which the gentleman from Iowa has
alluded. Theyamountto $25,733.28. I presumeitwill notbe insisted
by any member of the committee that that was not levied in the regu-
lar way. There is no special assessment in that.

Mr. MCLANE, of Maryland. Fifteen thonsand dollars, not twenty-
five thousand. -

Mr. COBB. Twenty-five thousand seven hundred and thirty-three
dollars and twenty-eight cents. I have it here in Mr. Dodge’s state-
ment, dated June 20, 1882, made when this was up before.

_Then there is a county tax, which does not involve anything of the
kind complained of in regard to ial assessments. It is $R8316.74.
Then there is a Georgetown tax, amounting to §1,921.04. The special
assessment tax amounts only to $9,714.05. Then there is the water
tax, amounting to $1,321.40, making a total of $47,651.

And this officer states that his office hasno information showing that
any of the aforesaid property in the northeastern part of the city was

materially by special assessments under the board of public
works. Here is a tax amounting to $47,000 and the officer of the city
government certifies to this House the taxes thuslevied and assessed do
not include any property which was injured materially by the board
of public works. I say this bill if passed would doinjustice tothe Dis-
trict of Columbia and it ought not to pass.

Here is the report of Mr. Dodge:

AssEssoR'S OFFICE, IWashington, D, C., June 20, 1882,

GEXTLEMES : In answer to your request, I have the hionor to furnish below a

statement of the real-estate taxes in the District standing in the name of Will-
iam G. Pearson and Catherine Pearson’s heirs: =

City, general taxes,

$25,733 28

County, general taxes e W 8,316 74
Gwﬁetown, general taxes...... . 1,921 04
S 1 1ents............. 9,714 05
B T e A TR o e Sy 1,321 40

O s ns e P SRR = e 47,006 51

This office has no information showing that any of the aforesaid property in
the northeastern portion of the city was damaged materially by special im-
provements under the board of public works,

Very respectfully your obedient servant,
ROB. P. DODGE
Assessor of the District of Columbia.

To the COMNISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT 0F COLUMBIA,

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. What did the gentleman say ?

Mr. COBB. I said if this bill should pass it would do a great injus-
tice to many people here. It is a wrong that ought not to be perpe-
trated. These parties should not be relieved from the payment of taxes:
which they have allowed to acenmulate upon this property unless you
apply the same principle to everybody else. I know persons to-day
who are unable to lose the time from their labor even to come here and
ask for relief from these accumulated taxes upon their little property—
people who occupy a worse position than these parties you now propose
to relieve. There are men and women to-day who are unable and have
been unable to pay their taxes on their little homes that ought to be
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relieved if these parties are. If you are going to relieve one you should
relieve all, and pass a general law for that purpose and assume the bur-
dens for the General Government and pay it out of your pockets and
mine. If I should do anything in reference to relieving these tax-pay-
ers who have allowed their taxes to fall into arrears I should relieve all
who are laboring under the same conditions. There is more than a
million of money, as I understand it, to-day outstanding and due to
the Government from these delinquent tax-payers, many of whom have
been treated in the same way thatit is alleged this property was treated.

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, what is the reason for relieving this property?
It is a valuable estate. I understand outside, from what information I
have been able to gather from those who are acquainted with the prop-
erty, that to-day it is worth $150,000 at least; and to tell me that it
will not bear its due burden of the Government that protects it is to tell
me something that I do not believe.

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman pardon me for a moment? The
Senate thoroughly investigated this matter with a committee of that
body, and that commission, after a thorough inspection of the premises,
reported that the property would not sell for the taxes to-day.

Mr. KASSON. And let mesay further that the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia was present and inspected the prop-
erty and said that enormous damage and injustice had been done to
the property by the city in its improvements in that direction.

Mr. COBB. I hold in my hand an assessment made against that
property in 1874, in which year, as I obtain from the official records,
it was assessed at $118,454; and when I am told here by gentlemen
that that property in W’ashi.ugfon, with all of the increase in the value
of real estate here, can not pay $47,000 of taxes, is something that I
can not give credence to. I think the committee was mistaken, that
isall, I have another assessment here in 1875, when the property was
taxed at the same, $118,454,

Mr. ROBESON. Does the gentleman from Indiana know whether
that covers the property of all of the heirs?

Mr, COBB. What is the gentleman’s question?

Mr. ROBESON. I asked the gentlemanif that does not refer to the
entire property, covering that of all of the heirs of William Gaston
Pearson. This relates to only one of the heirs.

Mr. COBB. This says the value of Mrs. Carlisle Patterson’s prop-
erty, and this is an official document, coming from Mr. Dodge, the tax
ASSessor.

Mr. KASSON. Is that in the name of trustees as this is?

Mr. COBB. It does not say.

Mr. KASSON. This has exclusive reference to that portion of the
property in the hands of the trustees.

Mr. COBB. All I know about it is that this refers to the value of
Mrs. Carlisle Patterson’s property, and it was assessed on two several
yearsat over $118,000. That being the case I do not believe that we
ought to remit this tax of only $47,000 upon such an estate as that.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. Thegen-
tleman from Maryland is ized.

Mr. KASSON. How much time is remaining? )

The SPEAKER. Five minutes of the thirty minutes yet remain.

Mr. KASSON. I understood that I was speaking in answer to the
gentleman from Indiana in his time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand.

The gentleman from Maryland is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. KASSON. Is there then more time remaining ?

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Certainly not; the time has been
exhausted.

Mr. KASSON. T desire to be ized for a few moments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will be recognized if he
desires it now.

Mr. KASSON. I will then say what I would have said if I had sup-

I was king in my own time when I answered the gentleman
- from Indiana. Will the gentleman from Maryland take two minutes of
the time?

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I do not care to occupy two minutes.

Mr, KASSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will simply say, summing up
the case as rapidly as I can within the short time remaining, that the
gentleman from Indiana is entirely mistaken when he says that this
rests solely npon the ground of the remission of taxes, like any other
property which may be overtaxed in the city of Washington. In the
first place it rests upon entirely different grounds, and is, secondly, dis-
tinet from that proposition or from any other case in this: that thiswas
property outside of the limits of the city, farm property, beyond the
Deaf and Dumb Asylum, a point to which the city limits had not then
reached. Underthe system of extravagantpublic improvements which
existed at the time, however, there were streets cut through the prop-
erty, leaving large ravines there, and, as stated by the chairman of the
District of Colambia Committee, when our committee was in confer-
ence with him on the subject, and who had taken time to look at the
ground, it was an outrage upon the property, and that enormous dam-
age had been done to it in consequence of these public works. In this
way a positive and permanent injury was done to the property.

Secondly, I have to say, sir, that the very water which we drink at
the Capitol, which formeriy turned a mill upon that property, was taken

for the use of Congress, and no compensation was ever made, while the
mill-privilege was destroyed, and that this claim is remitted among
others

I go further and say that this injustice exceeds any other injustice in
this city of which I have ever heard done to owners of property not ben-
efited in the progress of improvement. So much for that.

Now, sir, the second ground upon which the committee has acted is
this, and I beg the attention of the House to it. Carlile P. Patterson
is one of those men who have formed to a great extent the honor of our
country in the progress of science in the world; men who.are not seen
in the lobbies of this House; men who are not seen begging favors of the
Government; men who by night and day are engaged in the pursnit of
the highest science of the country; who devote their lives to it, and who
trust to the honors that may be given them by posterity as their great

No man, not even Professor Henry, surpassed Carlile P, Patterson in
this respect. e was made chairman of the commission to organize the
revenue-marine service. In that capacity he saved a million and a half"
of money by the recommendations he made in connection with Profes-
sor Henry, who was with him in that service. He was chairman of the
commission to organize the Life-Saving Service. He was engaged on
other like duties. And for all this service he never received a cent.
And now, as in the case of Professor Henry, following that precedent,
as in the case of Chief-Justice Chase, following that precedent, your
committee have come to the House with a report of the distinguished
services he has rendered.

He was a man who died from overwork night and day. Let mespeak
as my heart dictates. I was his friend, and knew him intimately. I
have sat with him by night while he discoursed to me of the great pur-
poses he had in view of the prosecution of this great work of our Coast
Survey. He declared a few nights before his death that he hoped by
the generous aid of Congress to finish this great work in six or eight
years, I forget which, and make it the greatest scientific memorial that
any nation in the world had put upon the records of science.

Night and day he was devoted to it. He died poor; he died penni-
less; he left his family destitute if their property shall remain burdened
by this taxation; his children poor, his widow poor. And now your
committee has asked you to remit these taxes not only because they
were unjustly imposed, but as an honorable testimonial of your appre-
ciation of distinguished devotion to the country, of distinguishd services
to science, of great economies effected in our public expenditures by the
great work of this great man.

God grant thatthe sentiment of justice and the sentiment of humanity
may go together in considering this bill. Do honor to the man who has
done honor to yon. We intended to go further; we intended to have
a testimonial by a meeting of Congress, with such an oration as should

ify his great character and make it matter of history. We intended
to ask you to give $6,000, one year’s pay, additional. We have aban-
doned all that, and now only ask you to save the homestead of the family;
to let the orphans and the widow have a place to live, and not let their
fortune, their happiness, their very lives be devoured by the tax-eating
government of the District of Columbia.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Towa [Mr. KAssoN] to suspend the rules and pass the Senate bill
as read.

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the opinion
of the Chair two-thirds had voted in the affirmative.

Mr. SPARKS and Mr. WISE of Virginia called for the yeas and
nays.
Mr. KASSON. For God's sake do justice in this case.

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays there were
ayes 34—not one-: of the last vote.

Mr. SINGLETON and Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Tllinois, called for tellers
on the yeas and nays.

Tellers were ordered, 42 members voting therefor—more than one-
fifth of a quornm.

Mr. ATHERTON.
the yeas and nays.

Mr. WHITE. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again, without proceeding with the
count by tellers, if that is not insisted upon, submit the proposition on
the question of taking the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 82, not vot-
ing 56; as follows:

Let the vote for tellers be considered as ordering

YEAS—153.
Ajken, Blackburn, Candler, Davidson,
Aldrich, Blanchard, ter, Davis, Lowndea H.
Anderson, Bliss, Cassidy, Deering,
Armfield, Bowman, t.‘ha?:man, De Motte,
Atkins, Brewer, Clark, Dezendorf,
Barbour, Browne, A Dingley,
Barr, Buck, Covh%ton. wd,
Bayne, Burrows, Julius C, Cox, William R. Doxey,
Belford, Burrows, Jos. H. Crapo, Durme'll.
Beltzhoover Butterworth, Curtin, Ellis,
Bingham, Cabell, Cutts,
Bisbee, Campbell, Darrall, Evwins,
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Farwell, Chas. B. Kasson, Peirce, Steele,
Farwell, Sewell 8. Kelley, Pettibone, Talbott,
Fisher, Kenna, Phelps, Taylor, Joseph D,
Fulkerson, King, Pound, Thompson,
George, Kiotz, Randall, ownsend, Amos,
Gibson, Lacey, Ranney, Tucker,
Grout, Leedom, Ray, Tyler,
Gunter, Le Fevre, Rice, John B. Updegraff,
Hall, 3 Rice, Wm., W. ‘Valentine,
Harmer, Manning, Richardson, J. 8,  Vance
Harris, Benj. W.  McClure, Ritchie, Van Horn,
Harris, Henry 8.  MeCoid, Robeson, Van Voorhis,
Haskell, McCook, Robinson, Geo. D. Wadsworth,
Hazelton, McKinley, Robinson, Jas. 8. Wait,
Heilman McLane, Robt. M. Rosecrans, Walker,
Hewitt, G, W McLean, Jas. H.  Ross, Ward,
Hill, Miles, Ruasell, West,
Hoge, Moore, Ryan, Wheeler,
Ho ¥ Morey, Sceranton, Willis,
Hooker, lh&orse. 3aa§enberger. tgﬂhts,
Horr, osgrove, Shelley, son
iiouk, Murch, shultz, Wise, George D.
Hubbell, Noreross, Singleton, Otho R, Wise, Morgan R.
Hul tes Smalls, Young.
Jacobs, O"Neill, Smith, Dietrich C.
Jorgensen Page, Hmul(lmg,
Joyee, Peelle, Spooner,
NAYS—82,

Atherton, Dawes, Jones, George W. Singleton, J. W,

h, Deuster, Jones, James K.  Skinner,
Berry, Dibrell, Ladd, Bmith, A, IMerr
Bland, Dunn Latham, Sparks,
Blount, Dwight, Lewis, Springer,
Bragg, Ermentrout, Marsh, Stockslager,
Br y Flower, Martin, Stone,
Bu X Forney, Matson, Strait,
Buckner, ; MeMillin Thomas,
Caldwell, Geddes Moulton, Townshend, B. W.
Cannon, Godshalk, Muldrow, Turner, G.
Clardy, Hammond, John  Mutehler, Turner, Oscar
Clements, Hammond, N. J. Payson, Van Aernam,
Cobb, Hardenbergh, Phister, Washburn,
Colerick, Hardy, Prescott, Webber,
Converse, Haseltine, Reagan, Wellborn,
Cox, Samuel S. Hatch, Reese White,
Cravens, Henderson, Rice, Theron M. Whitthorne,
Culberson, Hoblitzell, Richardson, D, P, Williams, Thomas,
Cullen, House, Scales,
Davis, George R. Hutchins, Simonton,

NOT VOTING—56.

Belmont, Hepburn, Mason, Robinson, Wm. E,
Black, Herbert, MeKenzie, Scoville,
Brumm, Herndon, Miller, Sherwin,
Calkins, Hewitt, Abram 8. Mills, Smith, J. Hyatt
Camp, Hiscock, Money, Speer,
Cﬂrlisle. Hitt, Morrison, Taylor, Ezra B.
Caswell, llm:":hre)-, +  Neal, Thompson, Wm. G.
Chace, Jadwin Volan, Upson,
Gorneil, Jones, Phinecas Pacheco, Urner,
Crowley, Ketcham, Parker, Warner,
Dugro, Knott, Paul, Watson,
Ford Lindsey, A Williams, Chas. G.

. Lynch, Rich, Wood, Benjamin
Guenther, Mﬁ:key, Robertson, Wood, Walter A.

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus-

pended, and the bill was not passed.
The following additional pairs were announced:
Mr. WrLLrAMs, of Wisconsin, with Mr. HUMPHREY.
Mr. E. B. TAvYLoR with Mr. WARNER.
Mr. JADWIN with Mr., NOLAN,
Mr. ForD with Mr. FROST.
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated.

ALASEA.

Mr. CALKINS. I am instructed by the Committee on Elections to
move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution which I send to the
Clerk’s desk, with an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules is not subject to
amendment; and the gentleman had better submit his motion as he de-
sires to have it passed.

Mr. CALKINS. The motion is not subject to amendment, but the
day named in the resolution, which is an immaterial part of the reso-
lution, I desire to have amended.

Mr. RANDALL. The motion must be submitted all together.

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the resolution be read.

The SPEAKER. If the resolution is submitted, then amendments
can be made only by unanimous consent.

Mr. CALKINS, I ask that the resolution be read.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Elections relating to the claim
of M. D. Ball to a seat as delegate from Alaska Territory, together with the bill
and reports made by the Committee on Territories, No, 1106, parts 1 and 2, and
No. 1306, be made the special order for consideration on the 15th day of January,
1883, and be the continuing order from day to day until disposed of, not to inter-
fere with revenue or appropriation bills,

Mr. CALKINS. The amendment which I desire to have made ap-
pears on the margin of the resolution. It is to strike out ‘‘ 15th day
of January’’ and to insert in lien thereof “ Tuesday, the 27th day of
February.'’

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgin. Is it permissible to have that amend-
ment acted upon without unanimous consent under this call ?
SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman can make
such motion as he desires; and the resolution can be adopted as read
with the amendment, as a bill may be. The Chair was trying to sug-
t to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] tosubmit the reso-
ution as he desired to have it passed.

Mr. CALKINS. The resolution as it was read first was the resolu-
tion authorized by the Committee on Elections. It is apparent to the
House that the 15th day of January has passed, and therefore I move
to suspend the rules and pass the resolution with an amendment, which
I had the right to submit—to pass the resolution as amended asan en-
tirety, which motion I submit.

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 1 make the point of order that the
Committee on Elections having authorized the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. CALKINS] to report a resolution fixing the 15th day of January,
1883, as the time for the special order, he can not now report a resolu-
tion fixing any other day than the one named in the resolution—can
not do it except by nnanimous consent.

Mr. CALKINS. The pointof order is not and can not be well taken,
for the reason that the day named in the resolution is an immaterial
part of the resolution. As it proposes to make a continuing order, the
resolution might as well be passed with that day in it as any other, ex-
cept for the fact that the day named has already passed.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled on the question before.

Mr. RANDALL. The material point involved is that the commit-
tee, which has the right to anthorize a motion to suspend the rules when
it is called, has not authorized the amendment the gentleman indicates.

Mr. HAMMONXND, of Georgia. That is the point.

Mr. CALKINS. I agree that this being a suspension day for com-
mittees a resolution cannot be offered by any member of a committee
as the resolution of the committee unless it speaks the language of the
committee. For the purpose of making this resolution effective, by no
means changing the resolution materially, I snggest that it be made as
of the day 1 have named.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled on this question before.

Mr. CALKINS. Very well; I withdraw the amendment, and will
let the vote be taken on the resolution as itis. Itisacontinuing order

anyway. "
Mr. MOULTON. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the

(-

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the motion to suspend the
rules will be considered as seconded.

Mr. MOULTON. I object.

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CALKINS and Mr. MOULTON were ap-
pointed.

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes
63, noes 102.

So the motion to suspend the rules was not seconded.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol-
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same:

An act (S, 2264) to authorize the construction of certain bridges and
to establish them as post-roads.

REDUCTIOX OF INTERNAL TAXES,

Mr. KELLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways and
Means to move to suspend the rules so as to pass the bill which I send
to the Clerk’s desk. It is a bill to reduce internal-revenue taxation.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, &e., That the taxes herein specified imposed by the laws now in
force be, and the same are hereby, repealed, as hereinafter provided, namely :
On capital and deposits of banks and ers, except such taxes as are now due
and payable; and on and after the 1st day of July, 15883, the sianmax on bank
checks, drafts, orders, and vouchers, and the tax on matches, perfumery, medie-
inal preparations, and other articles imposed by Schedule A following section
8137 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, at no drawback shall be allowed upon
articles embraced in said schedule that shall be exported on and afler the Ist day
of July, 1883: Provided further, That on and after May 15, 1853, matches may be
removed by manufacturers thereof from the place of manufacture to warchouses
within the United States without attaching thereto the stamps required by law,
i:‘r;der such regulations as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Inte

venue,

SEc. 2. That from and after the 1st day of May, 1853, dealers in leaf-tobacco
shall annually pay £12; dealers in manufactured tobacco shall pay £2.40; all
manufacturers of tobacco shall pay $6; manufacturers of cigars shall pay §6;
peddlers of tobaceo, snuff, and ci?nrs shall pay special taxes, as follows: Peddlers
of the first class, as now defined by law, shall pay £30; peddlers of the secomd
class shall pay £15; peddlers of the third class shall pay £7.20; and peddlers of
the fourth class shall gay £3.60. Retaildealers in leaf-tobacco shall pay £250, and
30 cents for each dollar on the amount of their monthly sales in excess of the
rate of $500 per annum: Provided, That farmers and producers of tobacco ma;
sell at the place of production tobaeco of their own growth and raising at retail
directly to o« |, to an 1 not « ling §100 annually.

Sgoc. 3. That hereafter the special tax of a dealer in manufactured t
not be required from any farmer, planter, or lumberman who furnishes such to-
baceo only as rations or supplies to his laborers or employés in the same man-
ner as other supplies are furnished by him to them: Provided, That the aggre-
gate of the sum){iea of tobacco so by him furnished shall not exceed in quantity
one hundred pounds in any one special-tax year; that is, from the 1st day of
May in any year until the 30th day of April in the next year: And moridﬂ_f Jur-
ther, That such farmer, planter, or lumberman shall not be, at the time he isfur-

1 hall
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i o ¢ d in the 1 business of sell dry goods,
E:-?)t:'k;fe:l:;‘llo!l‘;ﬂ:? L!lmlar';u‘i:pli;: in the manner of a merchant i'or:fgsh:rx-sv:_-kmpo:):
to others than his own employés or laborers,

Sec. 4. That from and after July 1, 1883, the internal taxes on snuff, smoking,
and manufactured tobaceo shall be 8 cents per pound, and on cigars which shall
be manufactured and sold or removed for consumption or sale on and after the
1st doy of July, 1883, there shall be assessed and collected the following taxes,
to be paid by the manufacturer thereof: On cigars of all deseriptions, made
tobaceo or any substitute therefor, $3 per thousand; on cigarettes weighing not
more than three pounds per thousand, 50 cents per thousand; on ¢ tes
weighing more than three pounds per thousand, $3 per thousand : Provided, That
on all original and unbroken factory packages of smoking and manufactured
tobacco and snufl, cigars, cherools, and cigarettes held by manufacturers or
dealers at the time such reduction shall go into effect, upon which the tax has
been paid, there shall be allowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of the
reduetion, but the same shall not apply in any case where the claim is less than
£10 and has not been ascertained or presented within thirty days following the
date of the reduction ; and such rebate to manufacturers may be paid in stamps at
i ths puror: ‘}sﬁ:‘w‘ Sty of tho Recasaey, o SAop such rules Aad rerh:
;::%E)lnl:i :1?( [:t:(,}:’xsgnbe and furnish such hiankarny;:d forms as may be neocggl‘}y
to carry this section into effect.

Mr. MORRISON and Mr. WHITE demanded a second on the motion
to suspend the rules.

Mr. JOYCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. JOYCE. I desire to inquire if it is in order to move to amend
the bill which has been read so as to reduce the present duty on sngar
one-half and to make the duty on steel rails $15 a ton?

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order.

Mr. SPRINGER, Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know
whether this bill has ever been referred to the Committee on Ways and
Means. If not, I make the point of order that the committee can not
report to the House any proposition not referred to it.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that as a matter of fact the sub-
ject has been referred to the committee, Whether this particular bill
has been referred is not important.

Mr, FLOWER. I rise to a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. One at a time.

Mr, SPRINGER. I make the point of order——

The SPEAKER. As the Chair apprehends, under Rule XXVIII, if
this motion is made under instruction of the committee, it would make
no difference whether the subject was ever sent there or not.

Mr. SPRINGER. But I make the point of order that no committee
can bring before the House a proposition which has not been referred
to it.

Mr. KELLEY. So much of the President’s message as related to
the revenues of the Government was referred to our committee, and
gave the committee jurisdietion of this subject.

Mr. SPRINGER. But the President’s message is not this bill. This
bill has never been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and
the committee has no authority to report to the House anything that
has not been referred to it.

TheSPEAKER. While Rule XX VIII provides thaton the third Mon-
day of the month the Speaker, in hi§ discretion, shall give preference
to motions emanating from committees rather than motions made by
individual members, yet that rule makes no reguirement as to the
reference of the subject to the committee.

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say a word upon the question of order.

The SPEAKER. The guestion of order is disposed of.

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the
rule to which the Chair has referred in regard to the morning hour on
Mondays.

The SPEAKER. The Chairdoes not desire to hear further discussion.

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to submit this point of order: Although so
much of the President’s message as relates to the subject-matter of this
bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, the committee
in that way acquired jurisdiction of the subject; that jurisdiction was
exhausted by the reporting of the bill which passed the House and
went tothe Senate. Nocommittee can originate new business, and the
Committee on Ways and Means having discharged this duty and ex-
hausted its jurisdiction in this case, it can not report a matter which
is not before it, because that wonld be to originate new business.

Mr. HASKELL. May I ask the gentleman a guestion ?

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. [Cries of * Regular
order "]

Mr. HATCH. Idesire to inquire whether by unanimous consent
thirty minutes on each side might not be allowed for the debate on this
question?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that question when the
proper time arrives.

Mr. FLOWER. I desire to ask if the Committee on Ways and
Means have the right to substitute for this bill a bill that will takeall

, the internal taxes off' except those on distilled spirits, and thus give
the country relief from burdensome taxation?

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not speak as to the action of the
Committee on Ways and Means. As the Chair nunderstands, a second
is demanded. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLEY, and
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MoRrRISON, will act as tellers.

Mr. KELLEY. T presnme a second may be ordered by unanimous
consent.

The SPEAKER.
onded ?

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I object.

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 139, noes 63.

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]
will be recognized to control the time for debate in favor of the motion,
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrisox] the time in opposi-
tion.

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me
to ask him a question before he proceeds with his remarks?

Mr. KELLEY. Ifit will not consume my time.

Mr. TUCKER. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether
he will allow me to offer to this bill an amendment entirely abolishing
the tax on tobacco?

Mr. KELLEY. I have not time to yield to the gentleman; and he
knows the Speaker must decide that no amendment can be entertained.

Is there ohjection to considering the motion sec-

Mr. TUCKER. It might be done by unanimous consent.
Mr. KELLEY. I could not give my consent.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my request for unanimous
consent that thirty minutes be allowed on each side for discnssing this
question.

Several members objected. :

Mr. HATCH. Who objects? 3

The'SPEAKER. A number of gentlemen on each side.

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the time allotted to
those who oppose this motion will be under the control of the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON], a member of the Committee on
Ways and Means. The time for debate in support of the bill will be
divided among my colleagues on the committee—the gentleman from
Ohio, Mr. MCKINLEY, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. KAsSON, and
myself. T am to consume the first five minutes, and will be obliged if
the Chair will eall me to order at theexpiration of that time, the under-
standing being there shall be alternation between the two sides.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill presented is a bill for the re-
duction of internal-revenue taxes. It consists, I may say, of two sec-
tions, one being the precise phraseology of the internal-revenue tax bill
sent by the House to the Senate during the first session of the Forty-
seventh Congress, and the other being amendments in the nature of re-
ductions of internal reverrue appended thereto by the Senate. Every
line of the bill has had the approval of the Senate, and the committee
which I represent therefore believe that while doubt and uncertainty
may prevail as to tariff legislation, there is opportunity to mitigate our
excessive, our dangerously excessive revenues by the amount of $40,-
000,000 annually by this bill.

The House, as I have said, Mr. Speaker, has indorsed one-half of it;
the Senate every line of it. I have heard and seen it stated that this
bill was the result of the abandonment by its friends of all hope of tariff
legislation. That is a mistake. It is yet possible that the two Houses
may be bronght to an agreement on a tariff bill. True it is that in this
House the Appropriations Committee must, if we would avoid an extra
session, claim the floor to-morrow or at an early day. Yet the Senate
are maturing a bill—

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. I object
to the gentleman’s discussing what the Senate is doing or what they
should do.

Mr. KELLEY. Iam not discussing the details. I say that body
may send us a bill out of which a revision of the tariff may come, but
that is no reason why we should not secure to the people relief from an
impending financial erisis, the inevitable consequence of excessive rev-
enue.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, we have divided the fifteen min-
utes allowed to this side among five of us, and I am to be knocked down
in three minutes. [Laughter and applause. ]

Next in importance after the reduction of taxes is the duty to so re-
duce rates and revise our revenue laws, both internal and impost or
tariff, as to leave a system of taxation which shall have something of
permanency about it—a system so revised and reduced as to give onr
people and their varied industries at least a temporary rest, a freedom
from agitation and uncertainty, which are always hurtful; that freedom
from agitation which can only come with an actual and equitable re-
duction of taxes. Before this debate is ended we shall be told, as we
have often been, that the taxes now proposed to be removed or reduced
are internal war taxes. Sir, we are paying annually into the Treasury
nearly eighty millions of war-tariff taxes because of war rates added to
a protective tariff, and twice eighty millions in bounty to manufacturers
as the result of the imposition of such war rates or duties.

The internal war taxes have been reduced one-half, or about one hun-
dred and fifty millions, and now, eighteen years from the war, the tariff
taxes remain substantially the same as when imposed under the exi-
gencies made by contending armies. Sir, never with my consent shall

.| one dollar more be taken off of internal revenue until itis coupled with

a reasonable reduction of war-tariff rates. This bill to further reduce
internal taxes forty millions ought never to pass without a like reduc-
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tion of forty millions from the war-tarifi increase. Let that be added
to the proposed reduction and it will be some concession to justice.
Forty millions decrease is Jess than 20 per cent. on the present rates,
and is less than half the war rates. It is proposed by this hill to re-
lieve capital, to relieve the bankers and chewers of tobacco, at the ex-
pense of o;.her at least as meritorious classes of people. [Laughter and
applause

P’lla‘he gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] said of this bill last
Saturday:

Already the steps have been taken to pass through this House next Monday
an internal-revenue bill, tekmgk rom mpltal l.be burden which by a proper re-
vision of the tariff should be taken from labo

And he never uttered truer words. W]mt is taken off by this bill
should at least be so divided that some of the relief it will afford will
lighten the burdens on the clothing and food of the people. To relieve
banking capital from all its burdens and to keep for manufacturers all
the protective advantages the war gave them, the friends of these two
interests offer in this bill to give us all a cheaper quid of tobacco. It
remains to be seen who among us will be canght with the bait. [Laugh-

ter and applause. ]
The CHATRMAN. entleman’s three minutes have expired.
Mr. MORRISON. I yle d three minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota.

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, when this Congress came together
there was an expectation everywhere throughout the country there
would be a substantial reduction in the revenues of the country. The
President has asked it; the Secretary of the Treasury hasasked it, and
everywhere throughout the length and breadth of the country there has
been an expectation that the war tariff, the tariff that was made when
large sums of money were needed, when wehad anempty Treasury and
a rapidly-increasing debt, should’ undergo revision. The country ex-
pected on the $50,000,000 raised on the one article of sugar there would
at least be a reduction of $20,000,000. The greatcommercial interests
of the country expected that there would be a reduction in the present
duty on iron and steel. Here in this House we have already reduced
by a vote of the House the duty onsteel rails from $28to $15, and when
that vote was in this House in the Committee of the Whole we
did not hear the declsmtlon that the pending tariff bill must not go
through. We arenow face to face with the policy declaredin New York
in QOctober prior to the organization of this House in December a year
ago, that the reductions can come from the internal-revenue taxes and
from them alone can they come.

And we have been going on writing the history for this Congress that
all of the reductions it makes shall come frora the internal revenue.

The buyers of clothing—

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota has ex-

ired.

’ Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is admitted by all that we have
more revenue than is needed to pay the current expenses of the Gov-
ernment, the interest on the public debt, and that part of the debt which
can be pald at pleasure, as well as to take care of the sinking fund.
The Secretary of the Treasury informs us in his annual report that we
have $145,000,000 of a surplus, and that with safety and propriety we
can redace more than $75,000,000 of our annual revenues.

Now, we propose in this bill which the Committee on W: ays and
Means recommends for the adoption of this House to reduce this sum
by $41,000,000. We propose to remove the tax on matches, which
will amount to $3,272,258; upon proprietary medicines, perfnmerv, &e.,
$1,978,395.56; upon bank c hecks, $2,318,455; upon bank epoazts
$4,007 701. 98 upon sa\'mgs‘bank deposzts, $88,400 47; upon bank cap-
ital, $l 138, 340. 87; on savings-bank capital, $14,7" 38 upon capital
of national banks, $a,521 927.47, and upon depoents of national banks,
$437,774.80. 'We propose in addition fo that to reduce the tax on to-
baceo §12,516,870, upon cigars $9,122,926, and upon cigarettes $278.516,
making in all, with the reduced license to dealers, more than $41,000,000
of reduction which this bill contemplates.

Mr. Speaker, everybody must confess that no matter whether we
have a revision of the tariff at this session of Congress or not, the in-
ternal revenue must be reduced. Our action to-day can not promote
or retard tariff’ revision. No matter what we do, there is but one senti-
ment prevailing throunghout the country, and that is that the internal-
revenue taxes, which were resorted to as a war measure, most of which
are no longer needed, must as speedily as possible for the most part be
abolished; and whatever we do, if we reduce the tariff $30,000,000
:nmually, we onght still to reduce the internal-revenue taxes $40, 000,000
i

least.
Mr. MORRISON.

that.

Mr. McKINLEY. Put both together, the gentleman says. Why,
just two years ago to-day the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CAR-
LISLE], from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported a bill to this
House the object of which was to reduce the internal revenues alone.
He did not put that with the tariff. He did not couple them together,
as the gentleman from Illinois suggests, but he reported a bill to reduce
many of the items that are involved in the bill before us now, and he
did it when the gentleman’s party was in control of this House.

Put both together and we will snpport you in

1 say to you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that there is no statesman-
ship, there is no business sense in dec'lanng that because we have not

ﬁ.mai]ed the revision of the tariff up to this time that therefore we shall
not relieve ourselves of the burdens that rest upon the country by the
inf -revenue tax system, which everybody admits and all demand
ought tobeinal measure moved. Stop collecting these $41,000,000
and let them remain in the avenues of business, where they are much
needed, while if we continue to collect them they will be a constant
temptation to extravagant expenditures and reckless appropriation.

I yield the remainder of my time, one minute, to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [ Mr, CURTIN].

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized for
one minute.

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, at the lastsession of Congress I had the
honor to oppose the bill to reduce the internal revenues, and I voted
against it for the reason that in my judgment it did not go far enongh.
I would support a bill now to abolish the entire system of revenue taxa-
tion with the greatest pleasure, and, most of all, to abolish its countless
horde of public officers as well as the system of espionage under which
this tax is collected, so inconsistent with our theory of government and
the freedom of the American citizen.

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does not the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania know that this bill does not abolish a single officer ?

Mr. CURTIN. The gentleman need not tell me that; I know that

it does not, and deeply regret the fact. ButIdo say, w hen itis proposed
in this bill to relieve $41,000,000 of taxation on this people instead of -
seventeen and a half millionsas proposed at the last session of Congress,
I am prepared to take that burden off, with the expectation that the
next Congress elected in the presence of and controlled by that well-
defined issue shall take it all off and abolish the officers in addition.
[Applause on the Democratic side. ]

And now, with my colleagues from Pennsylvania on this side of the
Chamber, notably my colleague from the eleventh district [Mr. KroTz],
who voted with me against the bill to which I have referred at the last
session, I will vote for this reduction, as it is the only real reduction
offered by the majority of the House and is a measure of relief to our
constitnency.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. MORRISON. T yield now to the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. HousE].

The SPEAKER.
three minutes.

Mr. HOUSE. I desire to call the attention of this House and the
country to the spectacle presented here to-day. For the last month or
six weeks day and night we have been discussing a tariff bill, and we
have been told on all sides that the demand of the people for a reduc-
tion of taxes upon the necessaries of life should be met by this Con-
gress.  All last session was spent in the farce of providing a tariff com-
mission. But what havewe here to-day, sir? What does the majority
of the Committee on Ways and Means present and seek to have adopted
by this House under the motion to suspend the rules? The same old
bill absolutely that we had at the last session of Congress with an amend-
ment; the same old scape-goat that was expected to bear the sins of the
Republican party into the wilderness. We have only your little reve-
nue bill, with your taxes upon matches, perfumery, proprictary medi-
cines, and bank checks, with a tobacco amendment. You went before
the country on that bill, and what was the result? The people tore up
your bank checks and threw them into your faces; they burned your
lucifer matches under your noses; they snatched from your hands your
bottles of ready-relief and soothing-sirup, broke them over your heads,
and kicked you out of power with a derisive langh. [Great applause
on the Democratic side. ]

Now, you are here at the close of the session, in the lan, of Davy
Crockett, comingout of the same hole you went in at. [Laughter.] Go
before the American people, if you dare, with this bill as an answer to
t]ll:ir df.imand made at the last election for relief from taxation. [Ap-
plause.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MORRISON. I yield three minutestothe gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. HATCH].

Mr. HATCH, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penns} Ivania, the
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, stated in his explana-
tion of the object of this bill that it would preventa great financial erisis;
if I understood him—a great financial crash. And to relieve the coun-
try of this apprehension he would release bank capital, the capital rep-
resenting a large proportion of the wealth of the country, from thelast
vestige of taxation that rests upon it to-day, and by which it is com-
pelled to pay its proportional burden growing out of the war, thusleav-
ing the labor of the country to bear the burden to the endof the journey.

By this bill the tax on bank capital, deposits, and the 2-cent stamp on
checks, amounting to aboutfifteen millions per annum, is to be repealed
as a tribute to a highly favored class fully able to bear the reasonable
burden imposed by the present law, but you search in vain within its
provisions for a single clause or item that releases from taxation in the
least degree the laboring and business interests of the country.

He would relieve the wealthy manufacturers of tobacco; he would

The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized for
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relieve the manufacturers of matches; he would relieve manufacturers
and monopolists alone, and leave the labor of the country to pay the
balance of the public debt. Aye, and as the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MorrisoN] said, he attempts to catch the tobacco-growersof the
country with an amendment which says to the farmersof the country:
“You may sell at the place of production to a consumer $100 worth of
leaf-tobacco a year.'’

Does the gentleman nunderstand the purport of this covert proposition?
It is merely the naked right to sell at the * place of production,’’ that
is, on the farm where grown, to a ‘‘consumer,’” not a merchant, and
this under the espionage of revenue spies and officials.

No, my friend, we do not want it; we throw back to you with scorn
your proffered relief to the farmers of this country. What we have
been demanding of you these two years has been to allow the farmers
of the country to go into the open market and sell their erop toanybody
that will buy it, not topeddle it. I donot represent tobacco peddlers.
We do not want to peddle it to consumers, but to go into the market
and sell it as any other crop that is produced out of the soil and by the
sweat of the toiling men who make it. [Applause.]

I yield the rest of my time—one minute, I believe—to the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN].

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has narters of a minute.

Mr. BLACKBURN. We had aswell look the facts in the face. We
know if any tariff revision is to be had at this session of Congress, or
at the hands of this Congress at all, it is to come through this bill now
pending in the Senate. We know it is not a physical possibility to en-
act into law the tariff bill now pending in the House. We know as
well as we know anything that if you pass the bill now offered for
consideration it takes away the last chance the Senate bill will have
for action when it reaches the Hounse. Gentlemen may as well admit
the factand play an open hand. This is an effort to kill all possibilit
of any tariff revision at the hands of this Congressat all. [Applause.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr. MORRISON. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE].

Mr. CARLISLE. Having promised of my three minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE], I shall have no time tomake
2 response to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. McKiINLEY] who has re-
ferred to my action heretofore respecting the abolition of parts of these
taxes. If the gentleman will put inthe RECORD, so that the country
may see it, the entire report made by me upon the occasion alluded
to I shall be perfectly content.

Mr. Speaker, my opinion has been, and is now, that whenever we
touch these internal-revenue taxes we ought to take from the statute-
book the entire tax upon each article to which our legislation relates,
and thereby diminish the horde of office-holders now required by the
Government to enforce this law. [Applause.] Whenever it is not
possible to repeal the whole tax upon an article at once the proposition
to reduce it should be accompanied by suitable provisions for reducing
the cost of collecting the remainder. We ought, in my opinion, to sim-
plify the methods of collection, reduce the number of officers, and thus
-diminish the cost of the service every time we undertake to curtail the
receipts from the internal-revenne system.

This bill not only fails to make provision for the reduction of the offi-
«cial forces, but it proposes no plan or scheme for the reduction of the
expenses of collection. It will require just as many officers and cost
just as much money under this bill to collect a tax of 8 cents per pound
upon tobacco as it now costs to collect 16 cents per pound, while the
-Government itself will receive only half as much revenue from that
source as it now receives. The bill is not only defective in this 3
but it contains a erude and imperfect provision in relation to the sale

-of leaf-tobaceo by farmers and producers, which will at once subject
every farmer in the country who raises tobacco upon his land to the es-
pionage of the whole army of spies and informess in the service of the
Interhal-Revenue Bureau.

The provisions of the bill are such that the farmer can not possibly
undertake to avail himself of the poor privilege it purports to confer
without subjecting himself to instant and constant danger of arrest and
“prosecution.

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Indiana

[Mr. BRowxE].

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 17

The SPEAKER. One minute.

Mr. BROWNE. I regret exceedingly Iam confronted with this ques-
tion. At the last session of Congress I voted for the repeal of so much

-of the internal-revenue law as was touched by the bill then passed.
What is this proposition ? It istoadd to this a reduction of $20,000,000
-on tobacco.
A MEMBER. Twenty-one millions.
Mr. BROWNE. - A reduction of twenty-one to twenty-two millions
-on tobacco. I voted to relieve the banks—capital, deposits, check
stamps—perfumery, patent medicines, and all. But when they ask to
add to these a reduction of more than twenty millions on tobaceo, alux-
ury, and this Congress is not to reduce a penny on the tax on sugar, an
- article consumed by 52,000,000 of our people—

Mr. DUNN. Or salt either.

Mr. BROWNE. For that reason only I refuse to vote for this bill.

Mr. KASSON. I hope no member on either side of this House will
underestimate the im ce of his vote on this proposition. I hope
no member will cast his vote upon party grounds.

I have a right, if any man has, to speak for those who havediligently
sought through this Congress to obtain a larger reduction of revenue,
both by moditications of the tariff and of the internal-revenue tax sys-
tem, than it is now probable we shall be able to obtain. If I thought
that the passage of this bill would have one feather's weight of influence
to prevent us from reducing the tariff I should stand here and oppose it.

I desire and have nurged upon both sides of the House more prompt
action on the tariff bill. I shall from day to day, by efforts to amend the
rules if necessary, by efforts to abbreviate debate, by every effort known
to legislation, endeavor to carry through either the bill from the Senate
or the one from the Committee on Ways and Means to reduce duties on
imports. Iam nothere, therefore, to advocate the passage of this bill to
reduce internal revenue asa means of delaying or preventing action on
the tariff bill.

The proposition made by the Committee on Ways and Means to this
House at the beginning of this Congress was that at all events we shounld
reduce the revenue derived from internal taxation. We have now the
revision of the Senate of our internal-revenue reductionbill. We know
what it is, and we say to them again, do this, and do it promptly, and
%ereby relieve the people from some portion of the burdensimposed upon

em.

And how is the propositionmet? I assuregentlemen that the country
will understand whether we deal in party subterfuges or are in earnest
to lighten their burden.

‘What does this bill propose? Besides taking internal taxes off all
except four articles, it affects from four hundred to six hundred thou-
sand individnals who pay a large amount of money for the right to do
a lawful business. Every cigar manufacturer and dealer will have his
personal tax reduced by this bill, which tax he can not charge over to
the consumer. Do you suppose that those 400,000 and the hundreds
of thousands employed by them will not know whether you do them
wrong if you refuse to reduce this personal tax ?

Do you suppose that those farmers whom you gentlemen tell us abont
will not care for this privilege of selling at the place of production $100
worth of their leaf-tobacco each year? Do you suppose they will not
read your speeches made during this Congress on every bill where you
have had the chance in which yon have demanded for them that right
and that privilege ?

Mr. HATCH. Thereis no privilege in if.

Mr. KASSON. That is now in this bill, and it is tendered to them,
as it has been over and over again demanded by them, and gentlemen
upon the other side say they will fling it back into our faces. Do you
sup the people of this country are fools, and that they will not un-
derstand the votes of gentlemen here when it is proposed to take taxes
off them which they want taken off, which they demand to have taken
off, which they have petitioned to Congress to have taken off, which
they have asked their Representatives to introduce bills for the purpose
of taking off? I am for reducing taxation here; I am for reducing it
upon the tariff. If we can not get both I will take one.

The Committee on Ways and Means, as far as my knowledge goes,
has presented this bill solely for the purpose of taking the double chance
of passing this bill and then, if possible, to pass a bill for the reduction
of the tariff. My opinion is precise and clear that this at least may be-
come the law of the land.

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired.

Mr. KELLEY. I eall for the yeas and nays upon my motion tosuns-
pend the rules and pass the bill.
Mr, TUCKER. I rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TUCKER. I have been excluded from any participation in this
debate. I was not present at the meeti.ng of the committee at which
this bill was agreed upon, not having received any notice to attend. I
ask that I may be permitted to print in the RECORD what I might have
said if I had had the poor privilege of saying it.

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See
Appendix. ]

Mr. WHEELER. I ask also the same privilege.

There was no objection. [See Appendix.] :

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that general leave be granted to print in
the RECORD remarks upon this subject.

Mr.kEANDALL. I suggest that all have the privilege of printing
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to giving general leave to print
in the RECORD remarks upon the bill now before the House?

Several members objected.

Mr. KASSON. I must object at this juncture.
be now taken; after that I will not make objection.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is upon ordering the yeas and nays
:-lela):in the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill which has been

I want the vote to

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 97, not

voting 32; as follows:

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof ) the motion of Mr. KELLEY

was not agreed to.
The following additional pairs were announced:

Mr. BrowNE (who would vote ““no’*) with Mr. CRowLEY (who would

vote ““ay??).

Mr. CHACE with Mr. BLACK.

Mr. SPRINGER.

names be dispensed with.

Mr. RICE, of Missouri.

I object.

YEAS—162.
Aldrich, Farwell,Chas. B, Latham Scranton,
Armfield, Farwell, Sewell 8. Lord Shallenberger,
Barr, Fisher, L nc'h. Shelley,
Bayne, Flower, McClure Shultz,
Beach, Fulkerson, MeCoid, Skinner,
Belford, eddes, McCook, Smalls,
Beltzhoover, George, McKinley, Bmith, A. Herr
Bingham, Gibson, McLane, Robt. M. Smith, Dietrich C.
Bisbee, Godshalk, AleLean, Jas, JI.  Spaulding,
Bliss, Grout, Miles, Speer,
Bowman, 1all, Miller, Spooner,
Brewer, Hammond, John Moore, Stone,
Buck, Hardenbergh, Morey, Strait,
Buckuer, Hardy, Morse. Talbott,
Burrows, Julius C. Harmer, Mutch'lcr‘ Taylor, Joseph D,
Butterworth, Harris, Benj. W. Neal, Thomas,
Cabell, Harris, Henry 8. Norcross, Townsend, Amos
Campbell, Haskell, O'Neill, Tucker,
Candler, Hazelton, Parker, Tyler,
Cannon, Heilman, Peelle, Valentine,
Carpenter, Henderson, Peirce, Vance,
Cha 2 Hewitt, G. W. Pettibone Van Aernam,
Clements, Hill, Phelps, Van Horn
Converse, Hiscock, Phister, Van Voorf:is,
Cox, William R.  Hitt, Pound, Wadsworth,
Covington, Hoblitzell, Prescott, Wait,
Crapo, Hoge, Randall, Walker,
Cullen, Horr, Ranney, Ward,
Curtin, Houk, Reed, Washburn,
Cutts, Hubbell, Rice, John B. Watson,
Darrall, Hubbs, Rice, Wm. W, Webber,
Davidson, Humphrey, Rich, West,
Davis, George . Hutchins, Richardson, D, I?. Williams, Chas. G.
Dawes, Jacobs, Ritchie, Willis,
Deering, Jorgensen, Robeson, Willits,
Dezendorf, n, Robinson, Geo. D. Wilson,
Dowd, Kelley, Robinson, Jas. 8. Wise, George D.
Dwight, Kenna, Ross, Wise, Morgan R.
El Ketcham, Russell, Young.
Ermentrout, Klotz, es,
Errett, Lacey, Scoville,
NAYB—07,
Aiken, Culberson, Knott, Robinson, Wm. E.
Anderson, Davis, Lowndes H, Ladd, Hosecrans,
Atherton, De Motte, Leedom, Ryan,
Atkins, Deuster, Le Fevre, Simonton,
Barbour, Dibrell, Lindsey, Singleton, Jas, W.
Belmont, Dingley, Manning, Singleton, Otho R.
Berry, Dunn, Marsh, Smith, J. Hyatt
Blackburn, Dunnell, Martin, Sparks,
Bland, Evins, Matson Springer
Blount, Forney, McKenzie, Steele,
Bragg, Garrison, MeMillin, Stockslager,
Briggs, Guenther, Mills, Thompson, P. B,
Buchanan Gunter, Money, Townshend, R. W
Burrows, Jos. 1. Hammond, N.J. Morrison, Turner, Henry G.
Caldwell, tine, Moulton, Turner,
Carlisle, Hatch, Muldrow, Updegraff,
Cassidy, Hepburn, Murch, Upson,
Caswell, Herbert, Oates, Wellborn,
Clardy, Holman, Payson, Wheeler,
Clark, Hooker, Ray, White,
Cobb, House, Reagan, ‘Whitthorne,
Colerick, Jones, Geo. W. Reese, Williams, Thomas,
Cook, Jones, James K. Rice, Theron M.
Cox, Samuel 8, Joyee, Richardson, J. 8.
Cravens, King, Robertson,
NOT VOTING—32.
Black, Crowley, Jones, Phineas Paul,
Blanchard, Doxey, Lewis, Sherwin,
Browne, Dugro, Mackey, Taylor, Ezra B.
Brumm, Ford, Mason, Thompson, Wm. G.
Calkins, Frost, Mosgrove, Urner,
Camp, Herndon, Nolan, Warner,
b 3 Hewitt, Abram 8. Pacheco, Wood, Benj.
* Cornell, win, ¥ Wood, Walter A,

I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the

The names having been read,

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, said: I rise to ask a correction of the record
of this vote. The name of my colleague, Mr. FORD, was just read as
having voted in the affirmative. He was not in the Hall for an hour
before the roll-call. To assure myself of this fact I went to the cloak-
room and learned that he had been gone for some time. I eall atten-
tion to this matter for the reason that I believe he would, if present,
have voted in the negative.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that some one answered when
Mr. ForD’S name was called.

Mr. McCOID. I believe I answered when the name of the gentle-
man from Missouri, Mr. ForD, was called, mistaking his name for my
own.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr, McCoIn] states,
as the Chair understands, that owing to a mistake of hearing he thinks

he answered when the name of Mr. FORD was called. If there be no
objection the name of Mr. Forp will be omitted from the record of the
vote.

Several MEMBERS. That is right. :

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman from Missouri may have been pres-
ent and may have voted and afterward left the Hall.

The SPEAKER. The record of the vote can be corrected hereafter
if there should be a mistake.

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri.
been in the Iouse for two hours.

The SPEAKER. This vote will not change the result. On this
question the yeas are 162, the nays 97. Two-thirds not voting in the
affirmative, the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL-
LEY] is not agreed to. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now adjourn, my object
being to avoid a night session.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 108, noes 90.

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. HASELTINE. I call for tellers.

Tellers were not ordered.

So the motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to.

Prior to the announcement of the result, the following proceedings:
took place :

ILLEGAL AND FRAUDULENT ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7628)
making an appropriation for the protection of public lands from illegal
and frandulent entry, and for other purposes; which was read a first
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

I am satisfied that Mr. ForD hasnot

ELI T. PARKILL.

Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R.
7629) for the relief of Eli T. Parhill; which was read a first and sec-
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered
to be printed. :
PATENTS,

Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee on
Patents a bill (H. R. 7630) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Stat-
utes in relation to patents; which was read a first and second time, or-
dered to be printed, and recommitted.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent; obtained leave to withdraw
papers in the case of Sergeant James O’Brien, Third United States
Artillery, no adverse report having been made.

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw papers
in the case of Captain Samuel Jeffries, which have been referred to the
Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follews:

To Mr. WARNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness.

To Mr. PAvL, for three days, on account of important business.

To Mr. SKINNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family.

REPORT ON INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION.

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the
following resolution of the Senate, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Printing:

Resolved by the Senale of the United States (the House nr resentalives concurring),
That of the report on industrial education, fi ed the Commissioner of
Education to the Senate, in compliance with its resolution of December 15, 1882
there be printed 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use o!
the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Commis-
sioner of Education.

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced;
and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p, m.) the Iohse ad-
Jjourned.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,
under the rule, and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of West Virginia, relating
to bounties and pensions—to the Select Committee on the Payment of
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay.

Also, four joint resolutions adopted by #he Legislature of the Territory
of Montana. L

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of John V. Farwell & Co. and 115
other business firms of the city of Chicago, asking for the necessary ap-
propriation for the continuance of the immigrant-inspection service—to

the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. BERRY: The resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com-
merce of San Francisco, California, protesting against the transfer of
thé revenue-marine service to the Navy Department—to the Committee
on Commerce,

By Mr. CALKINS: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of
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Indiana, in relation to pensions for the soldicrs of the late war—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DE MOTTE: Memorial of the Legislature of Indiana on the
subject of pension legislation—to the same committee.

By Mr. DOWD: The petition of G. W. Clark and others, for a post-
route from Gastonia, North Carolina, to Riverside, South Carolina—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. GEDDES: The resolutions adopted by the Toledo (Ohio)
Produce Exchange, protesting against the provision in Senate hill No.
13382 which relates to the sale and purchase for future delivery of the
commodities of the country—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, paper relating to the pension eclaim of John E. Narcham—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HEILMAN: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of
Indiana, praying for the extension of the arrears-of-pension act—to the
same committee,

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Lli B. Parker, for a pension—to the
same committee.

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of the pilots of the port of Charles-
ton, South Carolina, protesting against the passage of any act abolish-
ing compulsory pilotage—to the Committee on Commerce.

DBy Mr. MATSON: The petition of William Wainwrightand 64 others,
asking that a pension be granted to W. E. Hardy—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of G. W. Hannah and 91 others, of
Johnson County, Kentucky, for the of bill (H. R. 2625) grant-
ing one hundred and sixty acres of land to the volunteer soldiers of the
late war—to the same committee.

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of J. 8. Woodward and 50 others, for
a mail-ronte—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. VAN HORN: The petition of J. W. Parish, for relief—to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. WHEELER: Paper relating to the instrument invented by
Frank Moore for determining the error of the compass—to the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs. g

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Jeremiah Hodge and 80 others, citi-
zens of West Virginia, praying that a pension be granted to the said
Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, the petition of Daniel Wilson, for a pension—to the same com-
mittee.

The following petitions relating to tariff legislation were presented
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means:

By Mr. ALDRICH: Of C. M. Henderson & Co. and 17 others, shoe
manufacturers and dealers in leather, of Chicago, Illinois.

By Mr. BAYNE: The resolutions adopted by the employés of the
Pittsburgh (Pennsylvania) Iron Works.

By Mr. COOK: Of eolored and other laborersof Macon and Stewart
Counties, Georgia.

By Mr. ERRETT: The resolutions adopted by Duquesne Lodge, No.
1, of Amalgamated Association of Iron Workers, of Pittsburgh, Pennsyl-
Vania.

Also, of the resolutions adopted by the workingmen at the mill of .J.
Painter & Son, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

By Mr. JACOBS: Of Thomas Readding and 69 others, of Otego, of
John Sweet and 16 others, of Milford, and of B. F. Van Zandt & Son
and 76 others, of Maryland, New York.

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Of citizens of Allen County, Ohio.

By Mr. MONEY: Of citizeps of Noxubee County, Mississippi.

By Mr. MOORE: Of citizens of La Grange, Lee County, Arkansas,
and of citizens of Eudora, DeSoto County, Mississippi.

By Mr. WEBBER: Of Isaac M. Ferguson and 147 others, citizens of
Polkton, Ottawa County, and of Jacob Barr and 39 others, of Grand
Haven, Michigan.

By Mr. WILSON: Of H. R. Black and 55 others, of West Virginia.

SENATE.
TUESDAY, February 20, 1883.

The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J.
Burrock, D. D.

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yes-
terday's proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALDRICH, and by unan-
imons consent, the reading was dispensed with.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSOX,
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concurrent reso-
lution of the Senate authorizing the Public Printer to exchange dupli-
cate volumes of the Congressional Globe in his custody.

The message also announced that the Hounse had passed a joint reso-
lution (H. Res. 331) for the printing of the Agricultural Report for the
year 1883; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House had passed a concur-

rent resolution for the printing of 15,560 copies of the report of the
Smithsonian Institution for the year 1382,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro {empore presented a memorial of booksellers,
printers, and binders in the city of New York, protesting against the
proposed change in the impost laws by which the duties on books im-
ported are to be reduced; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the pilots on the bar and har-
bor of Charleston, South Carolina, praying that no act be passed abol-
ishing compulsory pilotage; which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the following resolution of the Legisla-
ture of Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions,
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD:

A joint resolution for the relief of John Fenske,

Whereas John Fenske, of the city of New Ulm, in the county of Brown and
State of Minnesota, on the 15th day of Angust, A. D. 1862, while in the employ-
ment of the United States as a mechanie, and while endeavoring to save the
groperty of the Government from destruction, received a severe wound

ionx Indians, whereby he wa:d;mrmauemly disabled ; and

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the Congress of the United States pro-
viding that the name of said John Fenske be placed on the roll of invalid pen-
sioners: Therefore,

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That our Senators and

P tatives in Cong be, and are hereby, requested to use their influence
to secure the immediate passage of an act granting an invalid pension to said
John Fenske, and that the same date from the time of receiving said injury.

Resolved, That the secretary of state forward a copy of these resolutions to each

of our Scnators and Representatives in Congress, A

. GILMAN,
President of the Senale,
L. FLETCHER,
Speaker of the Howuse of Representatives.

Approved February 14, A. D, 1883,
STATE oF MISNESOTA,
Department of State :

I hereby certify that T have
now on file in this department, an:
and of the whole of the same,
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this 16th day of February,

A, D. 18583
[sEAL.] FRED VON BAUMBACH,
Secretary of State.

Mr, MCMILLAN presented the following memorial of the Legisla-
ture of Minnesota ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce,
and ordered fo be printed in the RECORD:

To the Senate and House of Representaiives
of the United States (n Congress assembled :

Your memorialists, the Legislnture of the State of Minnesota, would res
fully urge the immediate passage of a bill creating a port of entry at the v

of nt Vincent, in the county of Kittson and State of Minnesota, the same
take the place of the present port of entry at Pembina, in the Territory of Da~
kota, and abolishing said last-named ﬁon of entry.

A bill to this effect, introduced by Hon. W. D, Washburn, passed the House
of Representatives some time since, and has been read twice in the Senate and
referred to the Committee on Commerce, where it now rests, The reasons for
the passage of such bill are conelusive to those who have given the matter
ANy co leration, and the same was strongly recommended by the late Secre-

Sherman and is approved by the present Secretary Folger.
embina is without railroad connections, while Saint Vincent has both river
and railroad facilities for the transaction of the business of such port of entry.
and all goods to and from Manitoba are neeessaril{ transferred at t;Vinuen‘
and do not pass through said Pembina, and all the officers and clerks of said
present port of entry, except the collector, do now actually reside and transact
all the business thereof at said village of Saint Vincent.

Your memorialists therefore pray that the said bill may receive immediate

attention and become n law without delay.

Iy compared the fo ing withthe original
that it is a true and correct copy thereof,

L. F ER,
Speaker of the House 'H Representatives,
O, A. GILMAN,
DPresident of the Senate.
Approved February 14, A, D, 1883,
STATE OF MINNESOTA,
Department of State :
I hereby cel that I have carefully compared the fo ing with the orignal
now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof,

and of the whole of the same.
‘Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this 14th day of February,

A. D, 1883
[sEAL.] FRED, VON BAUMBACH,
Secretary of State.

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of
Kansas, in favor of the passage of a law granting a reasonable pension
to all soldiers of the late war who were confined for a Seriod of three
months or more in Libby, Andersonville, or any other military prison of
the late confederacy; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. PLUMB. I present several petitions signed by a very large
number of ex-soldiers of the Union Army, now residing in the State of
Kansas, both in their individual eapacity and throungh the medium of
the organization known as the Grand Army of the Ilepublie, praying
for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in Kansas. I move their
reference to the Committee on Pensions,

The motion was a to.

Mr. ANTHONY. Ipresenta petitionof 8. Ray Sands, E. H. Mitchell,
and others, representing that the harbor of refuge at Block Island is
very much crowded and that great inconvenience is suffered from want
of proper regulation in regard to the anchoring of vessels, and praying
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